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THE GATE OF 
EDUCATION 


is often closed to a child by the 
untimely death of a parent, or, 
alternatively, its entrance to the full 
enjoyment of knowledge becomes to 
the surviving parent an arduous and 
anxious duty. Is it not worth 
while, therefore, so to provide that 
the expenses of education shall 
fall lightly upon the parents in 
the early years of the child’s life, 
and the full benefits be guaranteed 
to the child in any event when 
it attains the age of instruction ? 
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Current Topics. 


A Dossier for Documents in Actions. 


WE DEAL wit the new Supreme Court Fees Order in a separate 
article. The matter of a “ dossier,’ though not strictly connected 
with the question of fees, is one that we should like to see adopted, 
and surely the initial cost of establishing the system would be 
amply repaid by the convenience of such a system when once 
established. The bankruptcy practice has always seemed to us 
to have much to commend it, and it is anomalous that in the 
Chancery and King’s Bench Divisions a writ in an action should 
be filed in one place, an affidavit.jn the same action in another, and 
an order in the action in yet another. The result is that if the 
judge wants to know all that has taken place, it is impossible to 
call for the “‘ file,’ because there is no such thing, and there are 
no cross-references in the Central Office between the documents. 
We hope that some part of the result of the increased fees may 
be expended in setting up the dossier system, which, in our 
judgment, is long overdue. 


The Massachusetts Bar Association. 


OvuR READERS in this country are no doubt aware that we 
attempt from time to time to interest them in legal matters 
affecting the United States, and, apart from the profit to be 
gained from studying a legal system springing from the same source 
and in many ways developing on the same lines as our own, we 
conceive that union of interest and sympathy between the legal 
professions there and here will have no small influence in cementing 
the bond between the English-speaking countries on which the 
peace and progress of the world so largely depend. Our own 
share in this result can be but small, and more importance is to 
be attached to the personal presence of distinguished English 
lawyers at meetings of the American Bar Association, and on 
other occasions in America, and to reciprocal intercourse here; 
but we are glad to see indications from time to time that our 
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attitude is appreciated and that our pages are read not without 
interest on the other side, and we may take this opportunity 
of thanking Mr. Frank W. Grinnewt, the Secretary of the 
Massachusetts Bar Association, for sending us a number of the 
recent issues of the Massachusetts Law Quarterly which, among 
other matter, contain articles of great interest on the history 
and development of legal procedure in that State; while the issue 
for May, 1917, contains one of the most interesting studies of 
early English judges and lawyers which we have met with. It 
is founded on an address on the “ History of the Independence 
of the Judiciary,” delivered by the Hon. Hampton L. Carson, 
President of the Pennsylvania Bar Association, in June, 1914. 
Hereafter we hope to give some extracts from it, but, in reference 
to recent discussion in these pages of Lord Chancellor JEFFREYS, 
we may note that it indorses the favourable view of his ordinary 
judicial career which is now usually taken, and also reproduces 
KNELLER’s portrait, saying “It is a very noble, delicate, and 
refined face that looks out from KNELLER’s canvas. There is 
birth, breeding, distinction in every line ’’—-which shows that the 
story we told about it was at least ben trovato. 


Mr. Justice Darling on Grand Juries. 


IN THE ADDRESS on Grand Juries which Mr. Justice DARLING 
delivered at the Reading Assizes on the 12th inst., he was, 
notwithstanding his attempt to be impartial, obviously handi- 
capped by his concurrence in the Report of the Royal Commission 
on Delay in the King’s Bench Division, to which we referred 
last week. He stated, indeed, that he himself wrote a great part 
of what appears in the Report on this particular subject, and it 
may be assumed that the recommendation that Grand Juries 
should be abolished, both at Assizes and Quarter Sessions, 
represented what was then his deliberate opinion. A con- 
siderable amount of dislike to this course was shewn by some of 
the witnesses before the Commission—Mr. DistuRNAL (Q. 923), 
Lord Puittmore (Q. 1211), Mr. Arraur Denman (Q. 1558)— 
“The Grand Jury, in my opinion, are an absolutely necessary 
body as acting as a bulwark against improper prosecution ”— 
Mr. L. Sanperson (Q. 3331), Mr. E. Martay Samson (Q. 4536) ; 
but. practical objec tions to it—such as the necessity for all the 
witnesses for the prosecution to attend on the first day of the 
Assizes—were stated by Lord Justice Scrurron (Q. 3103), 
and though he himself did not see any necessity for its continued 
existence, he admitted that other judges did, and it was not a 
matter on which he himself had a strong opinion. That in these 
days Of careful preliminary examination by magistrates, there 
is any necessity for the protection of the Grand Jury is very 
generally doubted, and it is by no means clear that the action 
of the Grand Jury is always beneficial. By the time the indict- 
ment has gone to them, publicity and expense have alike been 
incurred, and the effect of acquittal by the trial jury is, we 
imagine, greater than that of the rejection of the bill by the 
Grand Jury. The chief reasons alleged for its continuance are 
of a social nature. It gives the county justices an opportunity 
of meeting together, and of watching the trial judge and obtaining 
his views on current legislation and other matters. But the 
administration of the criminal law need not take account of 
social intereourse, and any magistrate who cares to see the judge 
at work can visit the assize town on his own account; while 
as to judges’ discourses, these sometimes furnish the occasion 
of extra-judicial observations, and it surely is not necessary in 
these times for them to instruct magistrates as to new statutes. 
This instruction is sent to them by the Home Office, and if, in 
addition, they cannot follow the doings of Parliament for them- 
selves, ‘* Correspondence Classes for Justices” would seem to 
offer a less troublesome and expensive method than the con- 


tinuance of the Grand Jury system. As to the protection of 


the subject against the executive, it will probably be found 
that the real protection has been afforded by petty juries. 
The State Trials at the end of the Eighteenth Century might 
be profitably studied in this connection. : 





The Grand Jury in Revolutionary France. 


Mr. Justice Darra, in his address above noticed, referred, 
as we did last week, to the temporary adoption of Grand Juries 
or juries of accusation in France. A complete revolution in 
criminal procedure had been necessitated by the abolition of 
torture. This facile means of discovering crime was prevalent 
through the Middle Ages on the Continent, and was not unknown 
in England. It was apparently due to the principle that, to 
convict an accused person, certainty of guilt was essential, and 
there was no real certainty until he had confessed. The object 
was highly praiseworthy; the means were only suited to a 
barbarous and unenlightened age, and in the Eighteenth Century 
protests against torture were loud. In particular Vourairg 
poured upon it his satire and scorn, and its abolition was one of 
the earliest and best results of the Revolution. For the true mode 
of criminal procedure Monresquiev had pointed to England, and 
in 1791 the Constituent Assembly passed the law under which 
both the grand jury and the petty jury were introduced. 
Mr. Justice DARLING says that the jury of accusation was 
introduced in democratic times and continued until the French 
Revolution finished with the absolute power of Napo.zon, 
This, no doubt, is in accordance with fact, but the innuendo— 
that grand juries were incompatible with absolute power—is 
not so clear. In fact the real protection of the subject lies with 
the petty jury. Since the utility of grand juries is very much 
questioned in England, it is, perhaps, a more probable explanation 
that experience in France had shown that their importation had 
been a mistake. The whole question of juries was keenly 
discussed, both among publicists and in the Council of State 
which considered the draft Criminal Code in 1804. At that time 
the supporters of the jury triumphed, and the Council adopted 
the principle of the preservation of juries, and also resolved in 
favour of both a grand jury and a trial jury. It is suggested by 
Professor EsMEIN, in his account of this discussion (History of 
Continental Criminal Procedure, with special reference to France, 
p. 495) that NaPoLEON was averse to the jury, and that this was 
the cause of the postponement of the draft till 1808, an interval 
which he thought might lead to a change of opinion. However 
this may be, the trial jury was then definitely retained, but the 
grand jury was suppressed. But though Napoteon favoured 
this suppression, it does not appear that he was actuated by the 
desire to preserve despotic power. Mr. Justice DARLING quotes 
a contrary opinion of M. Berancer. But according to Professor 
Esmetn (ibid, p. 444), nobody asks for its re-establishment. 
This is, perhaps, the best commentary on the matter; and the 
true explanation probably is that the grand jury was suppressed 
for practical reasons, in the same way that there are practical 
reasons ‘which very generally call for its suppression here. 


Grand Jury Presentments. 

A FURTHER POINT was made by Daruine, J. Grand Juries 
may still presenta prisoner, i.e., indict him of their own accord for 
some offence for which he has not been committed by magistrate. 
They cannot do this in cases covered by the Vexatious Indictmenis 
Act, 1859; but in all the more serious felonies the right 
still exists. It is not nowadays exercised in its old form, 
but Grand Juries occasionally prefer against a prisoner 
a charge more serious than that for which justices have 
committed him. For example, in the case Mr. Justice Dartine 
was considering, a woman was committed on a charge of 
“concealment of birth,’ whereas the Judge and Grand Jury 
considered that there was really a primd facie case of “ man- 
slaughter,” and the indictment was increased accordingly. Here, 
said the learned Judge, Grand Juries may still perform a useful 
function in protecting children and other weak persons. There 
is, undoubtedly, a growing tendency of justices to avoid com- 
mitting a woman who, the evidence primd facie shows, has killed 
her infant child, on the grave charge of murder or manslaughter ; 
they prefer the mere charge of “ concealment of birth.” This 
humane tendency is natural, but it may be carried too far, in 
the opinion of Mr. Justice Darina, and may destroy altogether 
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the protection of an illegitimate infant against wilful homicide 
by its mother. On the other hand, Lord Justice Scruton in his 
evidence (Qu. 3109) before the K. B. Commission to which we 
refer above recalls a curious epidemic among Grand Juries at the 
Old Bailey some years ago of throwing out murder bills and 
substituting manslaughter, quite on their own. 


Grand Juries and Recorders. 
A PLEASING passage of esprit took place at Bournemouth 
Quarter Sessions on Monday, between the Recorder and the 
Grand Jury. The Recorder evidently feared that the Grand Jury 
might follow the example of their colleagues in so many parts of 
the country by passing a resolution in favour of their own abolition 
on the ground of national economy. So in his address he dwelt 
on the merits and advantages of the system. He contended that 
it had been in the past, and might be in the future, of great 
service to prisoners unjustly accused. In a few years’ time, he 
suggested, we might be so unfortunate as to possess a despotic 
government which would put the most reputable of citizens on 
their trial, and in that event the Grand Jury would be their 
refuge against the worry and expense of standing in the dock— 
apart from the danger of conviction. It is not clear what sort of 
government the learned Recorder had in mind ; it may have been 
a Bolshevik revolutionary government or a military reactionary 
one, but in any case, one may point out, the government which 
put citizens on their trial without cause would hardly leave in 
existence a Grand Jury to protect them. Perhaps the Grand 
Jury had this in mind. But, obviously, their difficulty was to 
pass a resolution on the lines common elsewhere just now without 
appearing to snub the learned Recorder. And they did it most 
gracefully. They did pass a resolution in favour of the dis- 
continuance of the Grand Jury system, but added their conviction 
that it was no longer necessary as a safeguard to the public-at- 
large, for the high character and competence of Judges and 
Recorders nowadays rendered it certain that they would afford 
ample protection to persons unjustly accused. 


Interpleader and the Crown. 

THE Crown, of course, cannot be sued except by Petition of 
Right, on which the fiat justitia of its legal adviser has been 
endorsed ; nor is it bound by Rules of Court unless expressly 
mentioned therein. It follows that Order 57, which relates to 
Interpleader, has no reference to the Crown, and, if it had, 
probably it would be ultra vires. The result is that Interpleader 
proceedings cannot name the Crown as a party ; so Mr. Justice 
Hitt held in The Mogileff (reported elsewhere), and his decision 
has just been upheld—albeit reluctantly—by the Court of Appeal 
(Times, 17th inst.). In March, 1921, the Borneo Company 
obtained judgment in rem in the Admiralty Court against the 
owner of the s.s. Mogileff for necessaries amounting to £90,000. 
The ship was owned by a Russian Corporation, styled the Russian 
Volunteer Fleet, which has other vessels. The Mogileff was 
sold by order of the Marshal of the Admiralty Court, but did 
not realize enough to pay the whole debt. Thereupon, the creditor 
issued a writ of fi. fa. for the balance, addressed to the sheriff 
of Lincolnshire, within whose jurisdiction, at Immingham, two 
vessels of the fleet were found. He seized these vessels, but the 
Shipping Controller intervened, and claimed them as property 
in the custody of the Crown, who held them for the benefit of the 
De jure Russian Government, whenever the latter shall be 
ascertained. Thereupon, the sheriff attempted to interplead, but 
both Courts held that he could not do so, or rather that he could 
not name the Crown a party to the interpleader sun mons— 
which, of course, would be useless without the Crown as a party. 
The Court, however, refused to order the sheriff to withdraw from 
possession, as the Crown had not proved that it is the legal owner 
or possessor of the ships to the exclusion of the Russian Volunteer 
Fleet, an issue which must be determined in other proceedings. 


The Crown’s Immunity from Interpleader Process. 
WuILe NO ONE can doubt the correctness of the Court of 


follows the well-known decision of Candy v. Maughan (6 M. & Gr. 
710), where there are dicta to the effect that the Crown is exempt 
from interpleader process—most lawyers will agree with the 
members of the court in regretting that this immunity is still in 
existence. As Lord Justice Scrurron said, the matter is one 
which certainly requires the immediate consideration of the 
newly-appointed Committee on Crown Proceedings, since the 
effect of the immunity is to embarrass the sheriff in the perform- 
ance of his duties to execution-creditors, to delay or defeat the 
rights of the latter, and generally to increase the expense of 
getting justice, as well as its uncertainty. For the Crown can 
always, by refusing its fiat, prevent proceedings against itself, 
although this is not often done, and as a rule only on an obviously 
improper claim. In the present case the possible remedy is a 
question of no little difficulty.. The question arises whether the 
Crown could not have waived its right to object to the interpleader 
process: see Read v. Stearn (6 Jur. 267); but that is very 
doubtful. If the court has no jurisdiction to try an interpleader 
process except between parties provided for by Order 57, it seems 
clear that jurisdiction cannot be given it by the consent of all 
parties thereto. 


Solicitors and their “‘ Laundresses.” 

Mr. Justice Rocue has had a very knotty point to decide 
with respect to the “‘ laundresses ” employed before and after 
office hours to contribute such service as makes it possible to use 
the offices during those hours. The question is whether they are 
employed in “ domestic service,” but are not so employed “ in 
any trade or business carried on for the purposes of gain,” within 
the meaning of Part II in the First Schedule to the Unemployment 
Insurance Act, 1920, which specifies the excepted employments. 
As to domestic service, the learned judge had no doubt. The 
laundress is employed in domestic service, and is primd facie 
exempt from insurance. But is she taken out of the exception 
as being employed in a business ? The question is two-fold. Is 
a solicitor’s occupation a business ? And, if so, is the laundress 
employed in it? Mr. Justice Rocne considered that the former 
question should be answered in the affirmative, and, although he 
did not finally decide the point, we imagine there can be little 
doubt that he is right. The line of demarcation between a 
profession and a business is uncertain, and is usually drawn to 
suit fancied social requirements. It is better to be straightforward 
and call everything a business by which a man earns his living. 
However, like the learned judge, we can leave the point open. 
The important question, he considered, was whether the laundress 
was employed in the business, and this he could not admit. It 
may be he is right. The laundress does not advise clients, or 
attend in judge’s chambers, or even copy documents. But it is a 
narrow view. Without her the purlieus of the law would be even 
dustier than the poet assumed them to be ; so dirty, indeed, that 
no clients would come and business would forthwith stop. Without 
the laundress there would be no fires. True, the solicitor might 
wrap himself up in a rug, like, if we remember rightly, Sir 
Epwarp Coxe when he was noting up Littleton on early winter 
mornings ; but we doubt whether this would answer. In fact, 
he would be too cold to advise, and again—no business. And is 
not everyone who is a daily necessity for the carrying on of the 
business employed, on a fair interpretation, inthe business? No, 
says Mr. Justice Rocue, for this would bring in the chauffeur, 
and, we may add, to adapt his suggestion to more ordinary 
practice, the engine driver, and the "bus driver, and a host of 
others. But we venture to suggest that this is carrying subtlety 
too far. However, the learned judge says the laundress is not 
employed in the business, and we suppose it must be so. 


Mr. Lloyd George and Ireland. 

WE print elsewhere a letter dealing with a resolution which 
it is intended to propose at the forthcoming meeting of the 
Law Society. If the resolution is going to arouse hostility, the 
sooner this is known the better, and the longer time there will 





Appeal’s decision in The Mogileff (supra)—which, indeed, only 


be for the exercise of that tact which is the best solvent of 
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differences of opinion. Into the domestic affairs of the Law 
Soc iety we do not propose to intrude, but we may recall 
that at the time of Mr. Ltoyp Gzorce becoming Prime Minister, 
a congratulatory resolution was unanimously passed by the 
Council of the Law Society (61 Sox. J, 136), and we do not 
remember that any objection was raised, though it is common 
knowledge that the method of change in the Premiership was 
not universally approved. Since that time Mr. Luoyp GrorGcE 
has had a controlling influence in world politics which is 
unparalleled. At any rate, of the few who have made the Big 
Five, or the Big Four, or whatever it may be for the time 
being, he alone has lasted. It is not that everyone approves 
of all he has done. Far from it. To judge from the daily and 
weekly press, he is the best-abused man of the time. It is a 
riddle, and we do not propose to attempt a solution. But amid 
all the matters—Treaties and Conferences—the results of which 
are hanging in the balance; may it not be suggested that the 
setting up of anew Dominion is a memorable event in the 
Constitutional History of the Empire in which the Law Society 
might without suspicion of party spirit follow the example of 
His Majesty the King. 








The New Supreme Court Fees. 


WE made a brief reference in “ Current Topics ” last week to 
the new Fee Order, and this week we print the remaining 
sections of the schedule to the Order. A careful perusal of the 
Order will repay solicitors who are interested in the matter and 
who, with their managing clerks, have been brought up under 
the old Order of 1884, which in the main has governed the Court 
Fees for nearly forty years, though there have been eleven Orders 
since that date making sundry alterations and additions. 

The new fees have been framed “ having regard to modern 
conditions,” but apart from modern conditions the careful revision 
of the twelve existing Orders was overdue. The task cannot have 
been an easy one for the Committee to whom the Lord Chancellor 
entrusted the duty of reporting to him. Such questions as :—How 
far should the suitors be called upon to pay the cost of the 
administration of civil justice by their Court Fees? Should the 
remuneration of the judges be included in such cost? What 
amount should fairly be allotted out of the total cost of the 
administration of justice to the administration of criminal justice, 
and what amount to the administration of civil justice? These 
and many other problems will at once occur to any one who sits 
down to consider the matter. It seems to have been authori- 
tatively laid down, when the Fee Order of 1884 was being 
prepared, that the salaries and pensions of the judges ought to 
be paid by the State out of public funds, and that al! the other 
expenses of the administration of justice in the Supreme Court 
should be borne by the suitors. It has been, we are told, suggested 
that this principle is to be found in Magna Charta itself; or it 
may be that, apart altogether from the provisions of Magna 
Charta, it was considered unseemly and improper that the fees 
paid by the suitors should provide even indirectly the remunera- 
tion of the judges of the Supreme Court. 

Another ground on which the principle may have been based 
has, we learn, been suggested. The Supreme Court is not merely 
engaged in the work of dispensing justice to the private suitors 
who resort there; it administers public justice, not only in 
criminal cases, but also in civil matters, such as proceedings on 
the Crown side of the King’s Bench. For the cost of the adminis- 
tration of justice, where the public itself is directly concerned, the 
State ought, it is suggested and we agree, to provide the necessary 
funds, since there can be no reason why the private suitors should 
do so. Though it would, no doubt, be difficult to calculate exactly 
how much of the expenditure of the Supreme Court is attributable 
to the administration of public, as distinguished from private 
justice, the salaries and pensions paid to the judges may perhaps 
be taken to represent fairly that figure. 





In passing, we would observe that the new Order does not deal 
with fees such as those taken in bankruptcy, in companies’ 
winding-up, in lunacy, non-contentious probate matters, or on 
the enrolment of documents, or on applications or orders under 
the Courts Emergency Powers Acts. Some revision of these may, 
of course, be in the contemplation of the Lord Chancellor. 

If we look carefully at the Fee Order of 1884 we shall see that 
the arrangement is somewhat confusing. The new schedule is a 
great improvement in that it endeavours to arrange the fees 
under separate headings so that it may be comparatively easy 
for anyone to ascertain what fee is properly payable on any 
proceeding in the Court. 

Turning to the fees themselves, we observe that a writ 
in the High Court cannot now be issued for less than 30s., which 
is an increase of 10s. on the amount prescribed by the Order of 
2nd July, 1920. We do not think that the 30s. fee can in all 
the circumstances be reasonably objected to ; and, as a set off, 
we hope that the authorities may see their way to introduce 
the dossier system whereby all the documents in an action will 
be filed together (as is done in bankruptcy), so that there will 
be in one cover a complete record of all the papers which are 
filed in the Court. 

The summons for directions seems to have suffered a set-back, 
as it can now be issued for 5s. instead of 10s., and its position 
is reduced to that of an ordinary summons for which 5s. is also 
to be paid, instead of 3s. as heretofore. To tell the truth, the 
summons for directions has not really answered the purpose for 
which its originators designed it, and we do not regret the new 
arrangement. A division is made between orders made in court 
and orders made in chambers. As to orders made in chambers, 
which may be described as “ procedure” orders, i.e., giving 
directions as to the procedure in the action—such as orders for 
pleadings, particulars, discovery—the taking of evidence—the 
mode of trial—extension or abridgment of time, and so forth, 
the fee is to be 5s., while other orders in chambers are to bear 10s. 

The most startling change, but one for which we think there 
is ample justification, is, first, the setting-down fee, which goes 
from £2 to £3, and then the provision that if a case lasts more 
than five hours, an additional fee of £3 shall be paid for every 
additional five hours or part thereof. The fees, apart from the 
setting-down fee, are to be paid on the drawing up of the order 
or judgment. We cannot think this is unreasonable ; at present 
the time of the court can be occupied by hearing a case for a 
month for £2, and it is only right that suitors should make some 
further contribution to the cost of the court and its officials if 
the time occupied by the case exceeds the five hours which the 
Lord Chancellor has fixed as being a reasonable period to be 
covered by the setting-down fee. We notice that an old friend 
in the shape of the £1 fee for the associate’s certificate has gone (1) 
We daresay this is logically correet (there has never been such a 
fee in Chancery), but nobody objected to the fee ; the profession 
was used to it, and from the money point of view much could be 
urged for its retention. We agree that 5s. for each witness on 
the issue of a subpoena is right, and we cannot see why the parties 
should expect to have three names on a single writ for 5s. The 
profession may criticise the new fee for office copies, viz., 3d. a 
folio instead of 2d., and also 5d. a folio instead of 4d. ; but both 
seem to us to be justified—if fees are to be increased at all—and 
we are glad to observe that the old practice, with regard 
to depositions, to which particularly solicitors in the City 
objected, has been at last put straight. The ad valorem fees 

in Chancery have been raised approximately 50 per cent. The 
fees in the Court of Appeal have been raised, but no one can 
object to £5 as a fee on setting down a final appeal—we cannot 
deal in detail with all the alterations, but it is plain they have 
been carefully considered and professional opinion sought before 
being recommended. 

It remains for us to point out that in 1921, even after deducting 
the salaries and pensions of judges, the expenditure of the Supreme 
Court was £740,612, while the receipts were £596,207, leaving a 
deficit to be borne by the taxpayer of £144,405, so that a strong 
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case for révision and increase is apparent. How much the new 
fees will produce remains to be seen, and it is very difficult to 
make any satisfactory estimate, but £50,000 a year will, we 
should imagine, be within the mark. We believe that at least 
40,000 writs are issued in the High Court, though not more than 
1,000 of the actions actually come into court for trial. 

For ourselves we do not think the increased fees are likely to 
drive litigation from the courts, and we are sure that the Lord 
Chancellor and the Committee whom he consulted have had this 
question in mind—other causes may drive cases to an arbitration 
tribunal or induce parties to compose their differences, but not, 
we think, the increase in the court fees. We think that the 
solicitors’ profession, when they and their managing clerks have 
become accustomed to the new schedule, will be disposed to 
agree with it, and to think that the Lord Chancellor has been 
wise in the interests of the State to take the matter in hand. 








Bills of Lading “ Received for 
Shipment.” 


A point of very great importance to Commercial Court 
practitioners as well as to men of business has, of late, been much 
discussed in commercial circles. At common law, a “ bill of 
lading” has always been understood to be in the nature of a 
receipt for goods placed on board a ship for carriage by sea to some 
agreed destination. But nowadays, as the result of war conditions, 
a practice has grown up of accepting goods for shipment, keeping 
them warehoused until a ship is ready to take them, and giving at 
once a “ Received for shipment ”’ bill of lading in respect of such 
cargoes. And the question at once arises, what is the exact legal 
status of goods comprised in such a bill before they are placed on 
board ship? Is the document really a bill of lading at all, in 
anything except name, and is it subject to the ordinary rules of 
affreightment contracts which govern such bills? An interesting 
discussion of some aspects of the problems thus raised will be 
found in Lloyd’s List, 21st December, where Mr. Paine, the 
joint general manager of Lloyds Bank, deals with the commercial 
aspects of the matter very fully. 

Various opinions have been expressed as to their advantages 
and disadvantages from a commercial point of view, and as to 
their legal validity as documents of title to goods. By some they 
are regarded as an innovation, rendered necessary, perhaps, by 
the exceptional circumstances of the war, but as being in times 
of peace subversive of the security upon which so much of our 
overseas commerce depends. By others they are considered, in 
certain trades and under certain conditions, to be an adaptation 
of old forms, which has become convenient and even necessary, 
to the modern developments of commerce. There is a great deal 
to be said for both these points of view. 

The validity of ‘“ Received for shipment” bills came up 
recently before the Privy Council Committee in the case of the 
ss. Marlborough Hill v. Cowan and Sons (1921, 1 A.C. 444). It was 
then decided for the first time that a document whereby the 
receipts of goods is acknowledged for shipment on board a named 
ship, or on some other ship of a named line or lines, for carriage 
by sea and delivery to the shippers’ order, when such document is 
signed on behalf of the master, is a bill of lading for all the purposes 
of the Admiralty Court Act, 1861, s. 6. The effect of this is to 
give the Admiralty Court jurisdiction to entertain an action in rem 
and arrest the ship in respect of such a bill; but it may not 
necessarily follow that the bill is a common law bill of lading 
for all purposes of commercial law. In the actual case, goods 
were accepted in New York for delivery at Sydney to shippers’ 
order, and each separate shipper received a document purporting 
to be a “ bill of lading.” The ship named arrived at Sydney, 
but did not deliver the goods. ‘Twenty firms, each of which were 
indorsees of one of the bills of lading, thereupon issued a writ 
in rem claiming damages as consignees of non-delivered goods 
under bills of lading, and alleging that the goods had either been 








lost or not shipped within a reasonable time. The ship was 
arrested, and the owners then took proceedings to set aside the 
writ on the ground that the documents were not “ bills of lading ” 
within the meaning of s. 6 of the Admiralty Court Act, 1861. 
The New South Wales Court allowed the action to proceed and 
the Privy Council Committee affirmed this decision. Incidentally 
the case assumed that a bill of lading is a completely negotiable 
instrument by the custom of merchants ;' and the decision may 
be regarded as practically holding that ‘* Received for shipment ” 
bills are valid bills of lading for all purposes. 

‘The following passage occurs in the judgment of the Board, which 
was delivered by Lord PHILLIMORE :— 

The two forms of bill of lading (shipped and received for shipment) 
may well stand together. The older is still in the more appropriate 
language for whole cargoes, whereas “‘ received for shipment ”’ is the 
proper phrase for the practical businesslike way of treating parcels 
of cargo to be placed in a general ship ; 

and the judgment goes on to give reasons why this is so. 

This pronouncement, though it goes further and is of more 
general application than most business men would be prepared 
to admit, is, of course, of high authority. It has been followed 
in two cases of c.i.f. contracts by the Court of Appeal (Weiss & Co. 
v. Produce Brokers’ Company and United Baltic Corporation v. 
Burgett) (Lloyd’s List, 21st December, 1921), in which “ Received 
for Shipment ” bills were held to satisfy the terms of the contract, 
and in one of which those bills were held to be the “ usual fofm ” 
of bill of lading in that particular trade. 

But, notwithstanding the far-reaching terms of the Privy Council’s 
decision in ss, Marlborough Hill v. Cowan & Sons (supra), and the 
two decisions of the Court of Appeal just cited, Mr. Justice 
MacCarpikz, who is not technically bound by a Privy Council 
decision and whose attention had not been called to the Court 
of Appeal cases which followed it, in Diamond Alkali Export 
Corporation v. Fl Bourgeoise (Lloyd's List, 21st December, 1921), 
did not treat the Marlborough Hill as relevant in all cases, and held 
that in the case of a c.i.f. contract the tender of a “ Received for 
Shipment ” bill is not a valid tender of a bill of lading. 

From these cases, which are really conflicting, it is not possible 
to deduce any certain statement of the law on the subject. All 
one can say ig that, while there is clear judicial recognition of 
* Received for Shipment ” bills of lading as commercial documents 
valid for certain purposes, and in certain cases even for c.i.f. contracts, 
there is considerable doubt as to whether in other cases and under 
other conditions the delivery of such documents would be held 
to satisfy the terms of a contract of sale, whether c.i.f. or f.0.b. 
Each case may be governed by its own special circumstances. 
In view of these wide differences of opinion between those most 
competent to judge it seems highly desirable that an authoritative 
consideration of the question by the Court of Appeal should be 
obtained at any early date. 

A matter which ought to be remembered is that it was affirmed 
by one of the resolutions unanimously passed by the Maritime 
Law Committee of the International Law Association, at the 
conference held at The Hague this year, that “ Received for 
Shipment ” bills of lading had become in many cases a necessity 
of commerce. That Committee consisted of experienced repre- 
sentatives of the shipowners, merchants, and underwriters of 
nearly all the maritime States, and the unanimity on this point 
seems to establish a primd facie case for the necessity of 
such bills in certain cases and under certain conditions. In the 
case of goods emanating from inland centres, as in the American 
cotton trade for example, “ Received for Shipment” bills, so 
far as the sea carriage is concerned, have been in practically universal 
use for many years past. 


The case of R. v. Lavarack, in respect of which the preliminary proceedings 
before the magistrate were noted in our issue of 19th November (ante, p. 76), 
came on for trial at London Sessions on 12th January. The prisoner 
pleaded guilty, and was sentenced to twelve months’ imprisonment. He had 
been a solicitor’s cashier, and had stolen sums of money amounting to about 
£375, between April 1920 and April 1921, from his employers, Messrs, 
Woodroffes, of 18, Great Dover Street. 
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The Commercial Uses of the 
Expanded Bill of Lading. 


In the article printed above we discuss the difficulties in which 
commercial lawyers find themselves as the result of recent con- 
flicting decisions in the English municipal courts and the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, as to the validity and status of 
the modern form of bills of lading, namely, that in which the 
master signs a bill ‘‘ received for shipment,’’ before the goods 
have been in fact taken on board ship. This modern practice 
grew out of wartime conditions, but now seems to have established 
itself in general mercantile favour. The reasons for this popularity 
have been explained by Mr. Paine, Joint General Manager of 
Lloyds Bank, in a recent paper contributed to Lloyd’s List, to 
which we are greatly indebted for much that follows. 

The recognition of these novel forms, in view of their com- 
mercial utility, was strongly recommended this year in the report 
of the Maritime Law Committee of the recent Hague Convention 
of International Lawyers. The reason given was its value in 
connection with certain special trades, but Mr. Paine considers 
that the new form is of much greater use than merely in those 
special trades. In all trades there is the case of a ship calling 
for a few hours only at an intermediate port to load a miscellaneous 
lot of goods which have to be stored appropriately in her various 
holds. In such cases it is hardly possible to sign, before sailing, 
bills giving the necessary marks and particulars to identify goods 
actually loaded and in the hold; moreover, such bills could not 
possibly be negotiated to local banks, nor could the necessary 
conular certificates be obtained, in time to mailthe documents 
by the same ship. The result would be delay on arrival at the 
port of consignment ; it would be necessary to wait until the 
shipping documents arrived by a later steamer before a transfer 
of goods against documents could be effected. Even where no 
such short call takes place, the difficulty of getting documents 
ready afler shipment and before sailing is always great in the case 
of cargoes arriving just at the last moment. In the Australian 
wool trade, and in the Colonial fruit trade, it is said that such 
difficulties can only be successfully overcome by the simple plan 
of giving a bill of lading when the goods reach the dock or ware- 
house, and not after they are received on board ship. When goods 
are to go by any one of several ships, the convenience of the new 
bill is even greater. 

As a matter of fact, mercantile opinion is not unanimous as to 
the commercial utility of these bills. Bankers, shipowners, and 
underwriters, dealing with all trades as they do, generally uphold 
their value and necessity. But in various special trades, usually 
those of a routine character dealing with regular shipments of 
heavy articles, merchants often condemn them as unnecessary 
and as adding a complication to commerce, in view of their, at 
least doubtful, status of negotiability. This objection, of course, 
is based on the legal doubt at present existing as to whether or 
not “* received for shipment ’’ documents are true bills of lading, 
which can be dealt in and freely negotiated as such. Until an 
authoritative pronouncement has been made by the House of 
Lords, as distinct from the Judicial Committee, this cannot be 
said to be absolutely certain; but there seems no reason to 
doubt that Lord Phillimore and the learned law-lords who were 
responsible for the judgment in the Marlborough Hill, would take 
precisely the same view if sitting as the House of Lords which 
they took as the Judicial Committee, and would uphold the 
status and validity of ‘‘ received for shipment ’’ bills as true bills 
of lading. 

Mr. Paine, to whom we have already referred, and whose 
authority as a practical banker is of the highest, has laid down 
three propositions as to the commercial utility of those bills, which 
are deserving of careful consideration by lawyers. They are 
these :— 

First, that where the necessity for the use of anything 
short of a ‘shipped’ bill of lading is established, it is far 
sounder and better to have a document which can be relied 
upon as being in accordance with the actual facts, than to 
resort to the expedient of using a ‘‘ shipped ”’ bill which is not 
in accordance with the facts. This expedient has been 
resorted to in the past, and “‘ shipped ” bills of lading have 
been issued before the goods have been put on board. The 
practice is one which cannot be too strongly condemned, for 
it is subversive of all confidence, and if there is one thing more 
important than another in trade, it is that everyone who 
handles documents of title to goods should be able to rely 
upon them as stating the true facts. 

Secondly, that ‘‘ received for shipment” bills should only 
be used when their use has been expressly authorised by both 
exporter and importer. 

Thirdly, that ‘received for shipment” bills should only 
be issued when space for the goods in a named ship or available 
within a specified time, not exceeding, say, twenty-one days 
from the date of the issue of the bills, has actually been engaged 


by the exporter and granted by the shipowner. This stipula- 
tion would remove the chief objection to the use of these 
documents, viz., the uncertainty of the date of shipment, 
which is a vital objection in many trades. It would also 
remove the chief abuse to which this form of bill has been 
subject in the past, viz., that it has enabled the exporter to 
make use of the financial facilities established by the importer 
before he is fairly entitled to do so. 

Of course, no one advocates the use of ‘‘ received for shipment ” 
bills in substitution for ‘‘ shipped ”’ bills where goods can be, 
and normally are, shipped before the signature of the bill by or 
on behalf of the master. It is only in cases where they are either 
a practical necessity of exchange at all, or at any rate, a proved 
convenience in the facilitation of exchange, that anyone proposes 
to use them. But in such cases, it must be generally admitted, 
the issue of these bills should not be debarred by mere pedantry 
of legal or commercial usage. Novel circumstances demand 
novel and, perhaps, drastic remedies. The free exchange of 
goods is so vital to our economic position to-day, that any 
unnecessary reduction of it is to be strongly deprecated in the 
national as well as in mercantile interests. Therefore broad- 
minded commercial practitioners and business men alike will 
welcome the advanced position adopted in the matter by the 
Judicial Committee. 








Reviews. 


County Court Practice. 


Tue Annvat County Courts Practice, 1922. Forty-first edition. 
Edited by His Honour Judge Ruece, K.C. Costs and Court Fees, 
by W. H. Wurretock, B.A., and Arruur L. Lowe, M.A., Registrars 
of the Birmingham County Court. Admiralty and Merchant Shipping, 
by H. H. Sanperson, Solicitor, of Hull. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 
Stevens & Son, Ltd. 40s. net. 


There have been few new County Court Rules during the past year. and 
we believe, no special statutory changes. The only rules up to last 
Michaelmas seem to be those of 11th April, 1921, with an Appendix of 
substituted forms, and these rules and forms are duly noted in the presert 
edition in their appropriate places. Since then, there have been the Ruies 
of 14th November, 1921 (ante, p. 126), and the Workmen’s Compensation 
Rules of the same date (ante, p. 110), and these it has been necessary to 
print at the end of the volume (pp. 1453-4). It is stated in a note at p. 313 
that the rules are now complete, but we do not find the County Court 
(Women Jurors) Rules of 11th December, 1920, doubtless because we have 
not searched enough, but the index does not help. Only one volume is 
issued this time, containing the County Courts Acts and Rules and Forms ; 
the relevant sections of the Bankruptcy Acts and Rules; Costs and Court 
Fees; Admiralty Statutes, Rules, Forms and Fees; and the Employers’ 
Liability and Workmen’s Compensation Acts, with incidental matter. 
Under this last head a large number of decisions during the past year have 
been noted. For special statutes conferring county court jurisdiction 
reference must still be made to last year's Supplemental Volume, but the 
editor states that a Noter-up has been prepared shewing the new decisions, 
and also the amendments and alterations which affect this volume. 
This does not accompany the volume before us, but we assume that it 
is ready, and is effective for its purpose. The work has been tested 
by many fears of use, and is well known to be a very complete and practical 
guide to County Court practice. 





Commercial Law. 


WeELForp AND Orter-Barry’s Fire Insurance. Second edition. By 
A. W. Baxer-WeiForp and W. W. Orrer-Barry, Barristers-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. 45s. net. 

The second edition of this useful and comprehensive book has been delayed 
by the war; it was commenced so long ago as 1914. During the interval 
the work has been not merely brought up to date, but subjected to careful 
revision. ‘‘Onus of Proof” is now given great prominence in Chapters 18 
and 19. “Causa Proxima’ and “‘ Consequential Losses ’’ receive full and 
careful treatment. As questions of Fire Insurance, however, are usually 
settled out of court by arbitration or otherwise, reported decisions on the 
leading points are not numerous, so that the work consists less of reference to 
authorities, and more of original argument than is usually the case with legal 
text-books used by practitioners. But the argumentation is so clear and 
cogent that the book must prove of great value in practice. 





County Court Practice. 


Tue Yearty County Court Practicg, 1922. Founded on “ Archbold’s ” 
and ‘‘ Pitt-Lewis’s”” County Court Practices. 1922 Edition by Epcar 
Date, Barrister-at-Law, and W. R. Howarp, Barrister-at-Law, with 
a chapter on costs by J. Errtnaton, Registrar of the Carlisle County 
Court. Butterworth & Co. 40s. net. 

The twenty-sixth edition of this annual practice reproduces all the 





familiar features of earlier ones. For the present year, Vol. IT, containing 
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ja] statutes classified in groups, is not reprinted; this is done for 
a reasons of economy, but a supplement to Vol. I contains the brief 
necessary corrigenda of Vol. 

The emergency section has been retained ; as before, it precedes the regular 
text-book matter. The two recent decisions of R. v. Cheshire (1921, 2 K.B. 
694), and Simpson v. Crowle (1921, 3 K.B. 243), which define the limits of 
County Court jurisdiction to grant declarations and injunctions, are duly 
noted. The work, as hitherto, has been carefully revised and is thoroughly 
reliable and up-to-date. 








Books of the Week. 


The Law Quarterly Review.—Edited by A. E. Ranpatt, Barrister- 
at-Law. January, 1922. Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 6s, net. 


Minnesota Law Review.—December, 1921. The Faculty and 
Students of the Law School of the University of Minnesota. 60 cents. 


The Peace Treaties.—Recueil des Decisions des Tribunaux Arbitraux 
Mixtes. No. 8 (November, 1921). Librairie de la Société du Recueil 
Sirey. Leon Tenry, Directeur, 22 Rue Soufflot, Paris. France and 
Colonies, 65 francs. Autres Pays de l'Union postale, 70 francs. Copies 
are obtainable at H.M. Stationery Office, Imperial House, Kingsway, W.U.2. 








Correspondence 
The Law Society. 


[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sm,—I have just received from the above a notice of a Special General 
Meeting of the Members, to be held on the 27th instant, at which the 
President of the Society proposes to move a resolution congratulating 
the Prime Minister upon the recent settlement of the Irish differences. 
In my opinion the subject-matter of this resolution is political, pure and 
simple, and as a member of the Society, I strongly protest against politics 
in any shape or form being introduced into the Society’s affairs, and I hope 
others who are of the same mind will at once make it clear to the Council 
that this proposed resolution is extremely distasteful (if not wltra vires 
as regards the objects for which the Scoiety exists) so that it may not be 
moved at the Meeting but withdrawn. 


18th January. UNIONIST. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal No. 2. 


HARRISON v. HOLLAND AND HANNEN AND CUBITTS 
LIMITED. 25th November, 


VENDOR AND PuRCHASER—PAYMENT OTHER THAN DEPOSIT ON ACCOUNT 
oF PuRCHASE MonEY—STIPULATION AGAINST FoRFEITURE—DEFAULT 
BY PuRCHASERS—ACCEPTANCE OF REPUDIATION BY VENDORS—CLAIM 
BY VENDORS TO RETAIN MONEY AS SECURITY FOR LOSS ON RE-SALE. 


By a written contract, the defendants agreed to sell Devonshire House to 
certain purchasers for £1,050,000. The purchasers in question assigned 
their rights under the contract to the plaintiff. A clause in the contract stated 
that the purchasers having paid to the vendors the sum of £50,000 as a deposit 
and in part payment of the purchase money, should pay the sum of £100,000 
further on account of the purchase price, within fourteen days, and provided 
for the payment of the balance of the purchase money within a stated time. 
By another clause it was provided that if the purchasers failed to comply 
with the stipulations thereof ‘‘ their deposit of £50,000, but not the said sum of 
£100,000, shall be forfeited, and the vendors may re-sell the property in such 
manner as they think fit, and any deficiency arising on the re-sale and all 
expenses attending the same or any attempted re-sale shall be paid by the 
purchasers to the vendors as liquidated damages.” The deposit of £50,000 
was duly paid and also the £100,000 agreed to be paid “ further on account 
of the purchase price.” The purchasers made default, and the vendors forfeited 
the £50,000 deposit and claimed to retain the £100,000 as security for loss on 
re-sale, 

Held, that the £100,000, having been treated in the contract as a payment 
on account of the purchase price, and the contract having expressly provided 
that it was not to be forfeited in case of default by the purchasers, the, vendors 
could not retain that sum as security against loss on re-sale, 


Decision of Lush, J. (1921, 3 K.B. 297) affirmed. 
Appeal from a decision of Lush, J., in a claim under Order xiv (1921, 


3 K.B. 297). By a contract in writing made in March, 1920, the defendants 
agreed to sell to Messrs. Barley and Sibthorp, the premises known as 


Devonshire House, for £1,050,000. By a clause in the contract, it was 
stated that the purchasers had paid to the vendors “the sum of £50,000 
as a deposit, and in part payment of the said purchase money shall pay 
the sum of £100,000 further on account of the purchase price within fourteen 
days from the date hereof, and shall pay the balance of the purchase money ”” 
within a stated time. Another clause in the contract provided that if the 
purchasers failed to comply with the stipulations in the contract, their 
deposit of £50,000, but ‘not the said sum of £100,000, shall be forfeited, 
and the vendors may re-sell the property in such manner as they think 
fit, and any deficiency arising on the re-sale and all expenses attending the 
game or any attempted re-sale shall be paid by the purchasers to the vendors 
as liquidated damages.”” The pure! hase Ts duly paid the £100,000 “ further 
on account of the purchase money ” in addition to the deposit of £50,000. 
They failed to complete, and the vendors forfeited the deposit of £50,000, 
and sought to retain the £100,000 as security against loss on re-sale. The 
purchasers, Messrs. Barley and Sibthorp, assigned their rights under the 
contract to the plaintiff, who claimed to recover the sum of £100,000 from 
the defendants. Lush, J. held that the defendants had no right to retain 
the £100,000. That sum, as distinguished from the deposit of £50,000, 
had been paid as part of the purchase money, and the defendants having 
accepted the repudiation of the contract, could not retain that sum to 
secure themselves against loss on a re-sale. He accordingly gave judgment 
for the plaintiff. The defendants appealed. 

Bankes, L.J., in his judgment, said that the £100,000 in question was 
stated in the contract to be a part payment of purchase money, and if the 
parties had made no further agreement in relation to it, the defaulting 
purchasers or their assignee, in the absence of any agreement in reference 
to what was to happen to the £100,000 in case of default by the purchasers 
in completing the contract of purchase, would have been unable to recover 
any part of the £100,000. But the contract expressly provided that the 
£100,000 in question was not to be forfeitable. In order to succeed in their 
claim to retain the sum in question, the vendors had to satisfy the Court 
that an agreement must be implied that in the events which had happened 
they were to be entitled to retain it for a reasonable time as security for any 
damages which they might be able to prove. No such agreement could 
be implied. The view of the contract taken by Lush, J. was therefore, 
right, and was in accord with the reasoning of Palmer v. Te mple (1839, 
9 Ad. & E. 508). It was true that that case was no longer an authority in 
reference to money as a deposit, but the reasoning of the judgment of 
Lord Denman in that case, although the case was no longer binding as an 
authority with regard to a deposit, applied to plaintiff's claim in the present 
case. As there was in this case no implied contract between the parties, 
which governed their relations in the events which had happened, the con- 
sideration for the payment had wholly failed, and in the language of Lord 
Denman in Palmer v. Temple (9 Ad. & E. 508), the vendors could not 
retain the money, but from the moment when the contract was treated 
as at an end, the vendors held the money advanced to the use of the pur- 
chasers. In this case, there was no ground for relieving the vendors from 
the immediate payment of the £100,000 in question to the purchasers’ 
assignee, the plaintiff, and the appeal must be dismissed. 

Scruton, L.J. and Younaer, L.J. concurred.—CounseEt : Upjohn, K.C. 
and C.A. Bennett, for the appellants, the defendants; Maugham, K.C. 
and Sir Albion Richardson for the respondent, the plaintiff. SoLicrrors : 
Leighton and Savory ; Wadeson and Malleson. 


{Reported by T. W. MorGan, Barri ster-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


In re SOCIETE CHEMIQUE DES USINES DU RHONE’S PATENT, 
Sargant, J. 20th December. 
PAaTENT—EXTENSION—LOSS RESULTING FROM WaAR—PATENTED ARTICLE 
NOT MANUFACTURED IN UntreEp Kinqpom—PatTeENTs AND Desiens Act, 

1907 (7 Edw. 7, c.,29), s. 18—Patents anp Desens Act, 191949 & 10 

Geo. 5 c. 80) 8.7 

Where a patented article has never been manufactured in England because 
such manufacture could not be carried on in England with commercial success, 
an extension of time will nevertheless be granted by reason of war loss proved 
under the Patents and Designs Act, 1919, 8. 7 


This was an application for extension of time for a patent by reason of 
war los; proved. The facts were as follows: On the 5th of January, 1906, 
letters patent were granted to the applicants of a form of closure for tubes 
and vessels charged with volatile gases. This patented article had never 
been manufactured in England. Since 1906 it had been manufactured 
in France and Switzerland at the applicants’ works there. Throughout 
the war the manufacture in France had been stopped because the applicants’ 
works there had been occupied under the supervision of the French Govern- 
ment in the manufacture of ingredients of explosives and poison gases, 
In Switzerland the works ceased operations at the end of 1915 because no 
more raw materials could be obtained on account of the war. Evidence 
was filed showing that it was and always had been impossible to manufacture 
this patented article in England with commercial success, 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said: If this were an applic&tion 
for an extension of the patent under the ordinary jurisdiction contained 
in s. 18 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, it would be a strong argument 
against granting the extension that the patented article had never been 
manufactured in this country. Here, however, what is sought is an 
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extension by way of substitution for a part of the original term, the benefit 
of which has been lost owing to the war. It seems to me that in such a 
case the objection that there has been no manufacture in the United 
Kingdom does not apply with anything like the same force. Further, the 
failure to manufacture here is satisfactorily explained by the evidence, 
which shows that as a matter of ordinary business success an attempt to 
introduce the manufacture here was foredoomed to failure. Accordingly 
I will grant an extension of four years.—CounseL : Byrne ; Dighton Pollock. 
Souicrrors : J. B. Ellis ; Solicitor for the Board of Trade. 


[Reported by L, M. May, Berrieter-a’ -Law 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 

MERTHYR TYDFIL CORPORATION. 


Court. 14th October and 2nd November. 


OAKLEY ». 


Divisional 


Local GOVERN MENT—PRIVATE STREET WorKS—PROVISIONAL APPORTION- 
MENT PREMISES WHICH DO NOT ABUT ON THE STREET 2 ACCESS To 
WHICH IS OBTAINED THROUGH A PassaGe... ”°—PRIVATE STREET 
Works Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict., c. 57), ss. 6, 10. 

By 8. 10 of the Private Street Works Act, 1892, an urban authority which 
1s about to execute private street works may, “* if they think just,” include in 
a provisional apportionment of the expenses in connection with the works 
“any premises which do not front, adjoin or abut on the street or part of a 
street, but access to which is obtained from the street through a court, passage, 
or otherwise, and which will in their opinion be benefited by the works...” 


A lane, leading from a public highway in front of a terrace situate at M, 
passed along one side of the terrace, and, continuing behind the terrace, 
eventually returned along the other side of the terrace into the public highway. 
In the course of passing behind the terrace the lane crossed, at right angles, 
a road which led from the public highway to the back of the terrace and which 
the urban authority proposed to make good in accordance with the Private 
Street Works Act, 1892. 


Held, that the lane was not a ** passage ”” 
in 8. 10 of that statute. 


Held, also, that, in framing a resolution under 8. 6 (3) of the Act approving 
(inter alia) the provisional apportionment, it would be more in conformity 
with the provisions of the Act that the resolution should state expressly that 
the council “ think it just to include ”’ the houses mentioned in the provisional 
apportionment, 


within the meaning of the word 


Case stated by the Stipendiary Magistrate of Merthyr Tydfil. 

The appellant was the owner of No. 1, Awelfryn Terrace, Penydarren, 
Merthyr Tydfil, which consisted of two blocks, each of ten houses, Nos. 1 
to 10 and 11 to 20. Between No. 10 and No. 11 lay a street known 
as Cross Street. The road known as Awelfryn Terrace was a public 
highway. There was a lane at the back of the premises passing from 
Awelfryn Terrace along the side of No. 1 Awelfryn Terrace, then, behind 
Nos. 1 to 10, to Cross Street; continuing behind Nos. 11 to 20, and 
returning at the side of No. 20 into Awelfryn Terrace. The lane was 
10 feet wide and was constructed for the convenience of the tenants of 
Awelfryn Terrace. It had not been ballasted, metalled and rolled. There 
was a back entrance to No. 1 Awelfryn Terrace into the lane. On 24th 
August, 1920, the Merthyr Tydfil Corporation passed a resolution that 
Cross Street should be levelled, ballasted, metalled, gravelled and otherwise 
made good in accordance with the provisions of the Private Street Works 
Act, 1892, and that a provisional apportionment should be prepared of the 
estimated expenses among the persons liable to be charged under the Act ; 
and it.was “ Resolved, further, that the Council deem it just and accordingly 
do order that in settling the apportionment of thé expenses among the 
several owners of the houses and lands fronting, adjoining or abutting on 
the above-mentioned street, regard should be had to the following con- 
siderations : (Al) The amount and value of any work already done by the 
owners or occupiers of such premises ; (Bl) The greater or lesser degree of 
benefit to be derived by any premises from such works.” As a result of 
this resolution the appellant was, under the provisional apportionment, 
required to contribute £2 1s. 6d. On 28th September, 1920, the respondents 
passed the following resolution: “ Resolved that this Council hereby 
approve of the plans, specification, estimate and provisional apportionment 
prepared by their surveyor with reference to certain street works required 
to be executed at Cross Street, between pine ends of Nos. 10 and 11 Awelfryn 
Terrace, Penydarren, in pursuance of the resolution to execute such works 
passed by us on the 24th day of August 1920,” This resolution was duly 
published, and, objection having been taken to it by the appellant, the 
matter came before the stipendiary magistrate. It was contended on 
behalf of the appellant (1) that the lane in question was not a passage 
through which access to No. 1 Awelfryn Terrace was obtained from Cross 
Street, within the meaning of the section ; and (2) that the resolutions made 
by the corporation were insufficient to enable a provisional apportionment 
to be made, because the first of them miade no reference to the houses in 
Awelfryn Terrace and did not show that the respondents had, in the words 
of s. 10, thought just to include such houses. The stipendiary magistrate 
decided against the appellant upon both points. In the course of the 
argument the cases of Newquay Urban District Council y. Rickeard (1911, 


———— 


2 K.B. 846) and Chatterton v. Glanford Rural District Council (1915, 3 K.B, 
707) were referred to. By s. 10 of the Private Street Works Act, 1892, it 
is provided: “ In a provisional apportionment of expenses of private street 
works the apportionment of the expenses against the premises fronting, 
adjoining, or abutting on the street or part of a street in respect of which 
the expenses are to be incurred shall, unless the urban authority otherwise 
resolve, be apportioned according to the frontage of the respective premises ; 
but the urban authority may, if they think just, resolve that in settling 
the apportionment regard shall be had to the following considerations 
(that is to say): (a) The greater or less degree of benefit to be derived by 
any premises from such works; (6) The amount and value of any work 
already done by the owners or occupiers of any such premises. They may 
also, if they think just, include any premises which do not front, adjoin, 
or abut on the street or part of a street, but access to which is obtained 
from the street through a court, passage, or otherwise, and which in their 
opinion will be benefited by the works, and may fix the sum or proportion 
to be charged against any such premises accordingly.” 
Lord Treveturn, C.J., in the course of reading the reserved judgment 
of the Court, stated the facts and the two points which had been decided 
by the stipendiary magistrate. After referring to the cases cited and to 
Reg v. Goole (Local Board of) (1891, 2 Q.B.D. 212), their lordships’ judgment 
proceeded to state that they thought that what they had to determine 
was the meaning of the words “ access to which is obtained from the street 
through a passage,” in s. 10 of the Act and that the definition of passage 
in s. 4 of the 1875 Act was by no means conclusive. It had been shown 
(see Newquay Urban District Council v. Rickeard (supra), at p. 853) that the 
words “access to which is obtained from the street through a passage” 
could not be construed in their widest and most literal meanings, and their 
lordships did not think it desirable nor did they propose to lay down any 
definition of the words. They were not prepared to hold, as suggested, 
that a passage to be within the Act must be the only means of approaching 
the street to be made up, but they were of opinion that it must be something 
of the nature of a feeder to the street. There were in many towns courts 
or alleys standing back from a street, access to which was reached through 
a passage sometimes open, sometimes under houses fronting on the street, 
and although they could not say that such a court and such a passage 
were alone within the meaning of the words in the section, they could not 
hold that a back lane and a side lane such as those in the present case, 
which were meant to be back lanes and side lanes for the houses fronting 
on Awelfryn Terrace, were passages by which access to Cross Street was 
obtained within the meaning of that section. With regard to the other 
point as to the adequacy of the resolution, it must be borne in mind that 
two resolutions were contemplated by the Act. The first resolution under 
s. 6 by which the proceedings were initiated need not be published and 
concerned the council itself. The surveyor then had duties under s. 6 (2), 
with regard to the specification, estimate and provisional apportionment. 
It then became the duty of the council to pass a second resolution under s. 6 
(3) approving the provisional apportionment, including the houses mentioned 
in the provisional apportionment. That they could only do if they thought 
it just to include such houses. From the fact that the houses in Awelfryn 
Terrace were included in the second resolution it must be assumed that they 
thought it just to include them. Their lordships thought it would be more 
in conformity with the provisions of the Act that the resolution should state 
expressly that the council “think it just to include” such houses. For 
the purposes of persons objecting, that was the really important resolution, 
because it had to be published so that objection might be made. They 
thought that the inclusion of the houses in question in the second resolution 
was sufficient, and that each resolution complied with the terms of the Act 
and was, valid. In the result, while upholding the stipendiary magistrate 
on the second point, they were of opinion that he was wrong on the first point 
and the appeal was accordingly allowed with costs. 
Sankey and Acton, JJ., concurred.—CounsEL: Du Parcg; Joshua 
Scholefield. Souicrrors: E. A. Howell for Simons, Smyth and Daniel, 
Merthyr Tydfil; Sharpe, Pritchard and Co., for T. A. Rees, Merthyr Tydfil. 


[Reported by J. L. DEntson, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 
THE “ MOGILEFF.’’ No. 2. Hill, J. 8th November. 
INTERPLEADER—PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE CROWN. 
, The court has no power to compel the Crown to submit to an interpleader 
issue. 
Candy v. Maugham (1843 6 Man, & Gr. 710) followed. 
Errington ?. The Attorney-General (1731, Bunbury, 303) distinguished. 
This was an interpleader summons. The facts were as follows: The 
plaintiffs recovered judgment in a necessaries action in rem against the 
owners of the “ Mogileff ” who were a Russian corporation styled “ The 
Xussian Volunteer Fleet.”’ The sale of the ship did not satisfy the judgment 
in full, and accordingly the plaintiffs under a writ of fiert facias directed 


to the Sheriff of Lincolnshire to seize two other ships alleged to belong to 
the corporation lying at Immingham. The Crown claimed these ships, and 





requested the sheriff to withdraw. The plaintiffs disputed the claim of the 
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— .- 
Crown, and the sheriff took out this interpleader summons directed to the 
plaintiffs and to the Shipping Controller as representing His Maiesty, 
calling on the parties te appear and state their claims and abide by the 
order that might be made on the issue. This application was dismissed 
by the Assistant Registrar, who ordered the sheriff to remain in possession 
for five days, and then, unless notice of appeal was given, withdraw. The 
plaintiffs appealed and asked that the issue might be directed to be tried. 

Hut, J., after stating the facts, said: Two questions arise in this case 
(1) whether the Crown can be summoned to appear upon an interpleader 
summons and made a party to an interpleader issue, and (2) whether the 
court ought to order the sheriff to withdraw. I have come to a conclusion 
on the first question in favour of the Crown, and on the second question in 
favour of the plaintiffs. I decide the first question in the Crown’s favour, 
not because there is not an issue to be tried, I think there is, but because 
the court has no power to compel the Crown to answer the sheriff's summons 
or to submit that issue to the court. I decide the second question in the 
plaintiffs’ favour, because I think there is a serious issue to be determined 
before it can be held that the ships belonged to the Crown and not to the 
Russian Volunteer Fleet, and until that issue has in some way been deter- 
mined against the plaintiffs, I have no right to deprive the plaintiffs of the 
benefit of the execution. I have, however, reluctantly come to the con- 
clusion that I cannot compel the Crown to the determination of the question 
by the trial of an interpleader issue. The plaintiffs relied on the cases of 
Errington v. The Attorney-General (supra) and Reid v. Stearn (1860, 6 Jur. 
N.S. 267). The Crown relied on Candy v. Maugham (supra). In the cases 
relied on by the plaintiffs an interpleader issue was directed to be tried, 
and in the other case it was refused. The plaintiffs contended that the 
observations of Tindal, C.J., and Maule, J., in the course of the argument 
in Candy v. Maugham were obiter dicta, and that the refusal of an issue was 
right there on the particular facts of that case. But the dicta, even if 
obiter, are very strong, and are to the effect that the Crown cannot be 
compelled to appear before the court or be made a party to an interpleader 
issue. The plaintiffs contend that the principle is that no action will lie 
against the Crown at the suit of the subject, but that in asking for an 
interpleader issue no one is seeking to maintain an action against the Crown. 
The Crown has asserted a claim and is invited either to prove it or to 
withdraw it. I am of opinion that the rule that no action will lie against 
the Crown at the suit of the subject is part only of the wider principle that 
the King cannot, against his will, be made to submit to the jurisdiction 
of the King’s Courts. It is suggested that the plaintiffs can bring a petition 
of right claiming that the register be rectified. But it may well be that 
the ships were properly registered, and yet that they were the property 
of the Russian Volunteer Fleet. While I feel all the difficulties and a risk 
of a denial of justice to the plaintiffs, I must administer the law as I find it, 
trusting that some method may be devised for the speedy determination 
af the matter, and that the advisers of the Crown will assist to that end. 
This summons will be dismissed without costs. CounseL: Mackinnon, 
K.C., and Langton Darby ; A. Bucknilland J. R. Ellis Cunliffe. Sovicrrors : 
Downing, Middleton & Lewis ; Taylor, Jelf & Thomas for Burton, Scorers 
and White, of Lincoln; The Solic*tor for the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law]. 
(Affirmed in Court of Appeal 16th inst.) 








New Orders, &c. 

New Trustee Security. 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900 (63 & 64 Vic., c. 62), 

Appition to List or Stocks UNDER SECTION 2. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords Com- 
missioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give notice that the provisions 
of the Act have been complied with in respect of the undermentioned 
Stock registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom :— 

British East Africa (Kenya Government) 6 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 

1946-56. 

The restrictions mentioned in Section 2, Sub-Section (2) of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900, Section 2) 





MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT: RATES ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 
Prorosep New CuiassiricatTion or Live Stock By MeRCHANDISE TRAINS- 

Take notice, that the Rates Advisory Committee will hold a public 
meeting at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, 25th January, 1922, in Court A, Judges’ 
Quadrangle, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand, London, W.C.2, to consider 
the proposals of the Railway Companies in regard to the new classification 
of Live Stock by merchandise trains and the objections which have been 
lodged thereto. 

By Order of the Committee, 
L. C. Jackson, 
Secretary. 

12th January, 1922. 

Rates Advisory Committee, 

Ministry of Trensport, 
Gwydyr House, 
Whitchall, 
London, 8. W.1. 





Supreme Court, England. 
FEES. 

THE SUPREME COURT FEES ORDER, 1922. 
Dated 19th December, 1921. 
(Continued from page 202, ante ) 
SECTION VI. 

Pres PAYABLE IN THE CouRT OF APPEAL. 


; | Sac | . - 
First Column. rig ond | Third Column, | Fourth 
Column. Column, 
—— _— | Document to be | Character 
z - Stamped. of Stamp. 
£44 


| 
On filing a notice of aypeal:— 
(a) Ifthe appealisenteredin | 2 0 0} > 
the Interlocutory List. | The notice | 
(b) Iftheappealisenteredin| 5 0 0 of appeal. | 
the Final List. | 
98. On filing a notice of cross 
appeal :— 
(a) Iftheappealisenteredin| 1 0 0 
the Interlocutory List. 
(6) Ifthe appeal is entered in | 2 
the Final List. 

99. On entering or sealing the 
order made on the hearing of 

the appeal : 
(a) If in the Interlocutory! 1 0 0 
List. The order. 
(6) If inthe Final List. 300 | 
| 
| 


97. 


The notice of 


— 
pena 
° 
3 
LZ 
a 
2& 
= 
red 
= 


100. On entering or sealing any | 1 0 0| The order. 
other order made by the 
Court of Appeal or a Judge | 
thereof (including orders for 
leave to appeal and for | 
security for costs). 





SECTION VII. 
Fees PAYABLE ON Fitinc DocuMENTS; ON SEARCHES FOR AND 
INSPECTIONS OF DOCUMENTS; AND FOR Copies OF DocuMENTSs. 


| | 
On Filing Documents. £. 8. d, | | 

101. On filing any document in| 0 2 6 The filed 
any office of the Supreme document. 
Court (except the Admiralty 
Registry) unless otherwise 
provided by this Schedule. 

Note.—The fees on filing 
documents in the Admiralty 
registry are set out in Section 
IV (B) ante Nos. 83 to 86 and 
88. ¢ 

On Searches. 

102. On an application to search| 0 1 0| The search 
for an appearance or an | | ticket. 
affidavit, and inspecting the 
same. 

103. On an application to search' 0 2 6,The search 
an inde:: and inspect a ticket. 
pleading, judgment, decree, 
order, or other record, unless 
otherwise expressly provided 
for by any Act of Parliament 
and to inspect scripts filed | 
or documents deposited 
pursuant to an order for safe 
custody or production, for 
each hour or part of an hour 
occupied. | 

104. For a certificate of appear-| 0 2 6 Thecertificate | 
ance, or of a pleading, 
affidavit, or proceeding | 

| 
! 
| 


having been entered, filed, 
or taken, or of the negative 
thereof, unless otherwise pro- 
vided. 

105. For a certificate pursuant to) 0 10 0 The request. 
Order LXI, Rules 23 or 24. | 


For Copies of Documents, | 
106. For an office copy : 
for each folio + ..|0 0 8 The office copy | Adhesive. 
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Secrion VII—continued. SECTION IX. 
. . | Second or Fourth Fees PAYABLE ON THE TAXATION oF Costs. 
irst Column. | Gademe. Third Column. Coleone 
net ES _— isengalens First Column. —— Third Column. | Pew. 
, | Document to be Character ; ! wr 
Item. Fee. | St 1. f St 
— a — Fee Document to be | Character 
(i - o ( Biioeer — , ‘ Stamped. of Stamp. 
107. For a plain copy (except the Se &i r a 
printed copies mentioned in 118. On obtaining a reference toa 1 © 0} The document. 
the next item) :— : > 
for each folio 0 O 5| The copy | Adhesive Taxing Master em Geom. 
pow aiitRiin anes aan ’ PY:- : ment entitling the applicant 
be | k py | to taxation or to the 
gh oe ye r opinion of a Taxing Master | 
for each folio of the | 0 O 5 | thereon, not being a judg- | 
Eret copy ment or order of the | 
for each folio of any|0 O 2 : ‘ 
shite” Supreme Court or a request | 
108, For a printed 00 ry a an | from on otieer thesect. 
ae =. P | 119. On the taking of a cash | | 
: for each folio 0 © 2| The copy | Adhesive eocomne between the 
109. For examining a plain copy ‘ solicitor and his client oy 
and marking “the same Py o ape under the Boli- 
an office copy : poe Act, 1843, or other- } 
for each folio 0 0 3] The office copy | Adhesive. ‘fo ta 1001. or fraction | 1 0| The bill. 
110. For a copy in a foreign lan- sige 4 Ng _ wrod Is les 
anseiadeneatnals of 1001. of the amounts | 
ee eee found to have been received 
map, section, drawing, photo- and paid. 
go o ae | 120, On the taxation of a bill of |0 2 0) The bill | Impreseed. 
tmi@i@anwdl The peucige eo | Adhesive. costs where the amount | 
awa Copy: allowed does not exceed 41. | 
ee. 5. an a es as Where the amount allowed | 0 1 0} The bill. 
a exceeds 4l., for every 21. or 
SECTION VIII. fraction thereof po Bs | 
Fees PAYABLE IN THE Pay OFFICE, 121. On the allowance of the} 0 10 0) The bill. 
ar” rs — ee. lis. a. a result of a taxation except 
lll. On a _ certificate of the|/0 2 0! The request a | Impressed. in the case of taxations by | 
amount and description of the Sitting Master. | 
any money, funds or a ” on % T "> ,( + EST , : | ill of ; 
» A Note.—The Taxing Officer may in any case require the bill of costs to 
On redating any such certifi-|0 1 0 be stamped before taxation with the amount of fees which would be 
este oN payable if the bills were allowed by him at the full amount thereof, 
112. On = Goneees tof t including in cases under the Solicitors Act, 1843, the fee payable in 
Oe ee ee ee respect of the cash account. 
for each opening, including | 0 3 0! The transcript. x ———— 
the request therefor. 
113. On a request to the Pay-{0 2 0} The request Impressed. SECTION X, 
master, Bank of England, MIscELLANEouS FEEs. 
or a Registrar of the Pro- —_ wars i" a ee a es ee 
bate, Divorce and Admir- 
alty Division (unless other- Distringas, £ ae, d, 
wise provided), for any of 122. On filing a notice under| 0 10 0} The notice Impressed. 
the following purposes: Order XLVI, Rule 4 
paying, lodging, transfer- On amending the same --|0 5 O| The amended | Impressed. 
ring, or depositing money, notice, 
funds, or securities in Court Registration of Judgments. 
without an order, or money 123. On acertificate of 2 judgment | 0 10 0| The certificate. 
in addition to the amount for registration in Ireland 
directed by an order to be or Scotland under the 
paid in; paying out of | Judgments Extension Act, 
Court any money without 1868. 
an order or a certificate of | 124. On registration of a certifi-| 1 0 0) The certificate. 
a taxing officer; informa- care issued by an Irish or 
tion in writing in respect Scottish Court under that 
of any money, funds or Act. 
securities, or any transac- 125. On a certificate of the entry | 0 2 6] The certificate. 
tion in the Pay Office. of a satisfaction under that 
114. On a request for information| 0 2 6) The request. Act. 
respecting any money, 126. For a search in the registers 
funds, or securities to the | of Irish and Scottish Judg- 
eredit of any cause or ments :— 
matter contained in any foreachname .. -- | 0 2 6] The precipe Impressed. 
list prepared by the Pay- | 
master of causes and | Bills of Sale. 
matters to the credit of | 127. On filing a bill of sale and 
which any money, fands, | affidavit therewith when 
or securities have not been the consideration (including 
dealt with during 15 years. further advances)— 
115. On lodgment in Court under| 0 5 0/ The office copy (a) does not exceed 1001. | 0 5 O 
the Trustee Act, 1893, and of Schedule, (b) a a does} 010 0 | The bill ‘of | Impressed- 
C. Funds Rule 41 B. not exceed 200 sale, 
116. On preparing a power of |0 5 0| The power of | Impressed. (c) exceeds 2001. 1 0 0 
attorney. | attorney. On filing under the Bills of | 0 10 0| The document. 
117. On a request for a certificate Sale Acts, 1878 and 1882, 
of the connen of any | any other documents. 
funds in Court: 128. On filing an affidavit of re-| 0 10 0| The affidavit .. | Impressed. 
(a) In Lunacy ~re 2 ert The re , I —_ registration of a bill of sale 
(6) In any other division | 0 2 1S beans nee — or any such other document 
| 129. On filing a fiat of satisfaction | 0 5 0| The fiat «» | Impressed. 
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SEcTION X—continued. SEcTION X—continued, 
= x ‘ Second 72,2 ‘ Fourth —o Second | , " Fourth 
First Column. Ccbemn. Third Column. | Gojumn. First Column. Column. | Third Column. Caienn. 
| 
Ite Fee Document to be | Character Thee Fee Document to be Character 
_— 7 Stamped. of Stamp. ; ‘ Stamped. | of Stamp. 
| | st hee 7 | 
£ s. d. £ s. d. 
130. For an official certificate of }0 5 0 139. On a report by a Committee |10 0 0) The report Impressed. 
the result of a search in one of Judges on an estate bill | 
name in any register or pursuant to Standing Order | 
index under the custody of of the House of Lords, | 
the Registrar of bills of sale, | \Certificate of No. 153. 
Fan for more than five search, 140. On an allowance of byelaws | 2 0 0| The byelaws or | Impressed. 
chee ie . 1 or table of fees. | table of fees. 
for every additional folio 00 8 
for every additional name, if 2 0| 141. On taking the acknowledg- | 1 0 0) The precipe .. | Impressed. 
included in the same certi- ment of a deed by a married | 
ficate. } 1 woman, 
y " i i j we ; 7 . eRe, - . 
a " mene oie me poe Ps ag —— of | Pager. 142. On appointment of com-| 1 0 0) The precipe .. | Impressed. 
> 7) > search. cos | | 
month of ‘date “of official ine | nr a under glebe 
certificate (the result to be | a 
endorsed on such certificate) | | 143. On the admission or re-| 5 0 0; The admission Impressed. 
admission of a Solicitor. 
Deeds of Arrangement. | 144. On an application with or| 2 0 0) Theapplication. 
132. Where the total estimated | without subpoena for any | 
7 - - ~ offic to attend as a| 
amount of property included ol iM ogg seater | 
ie oa vor Tae aan records or documents to be | 
a> 0 aeek dh Mp noe given in evidence (in | 
a the aidewis red addition to the reasonable | 
debtor not to pore the expenses of the — se 
following amounts, the fee ag re! se = bs Ne “. 
filing such deed shall be oe 
ah end ; absent from his office. | 
= The officer may require 
—s fo al does not} 1 0 0 a deposit of stamps on 
moMye ws 3 ; ~e account of any further fees } 
where the property exceeds | 2 0 0} )The affidavit | Impressed. roe pg " oo ol teamed a 
oe but does not exceed account of any further 
es 7 xxpenses whic ay rO- | } 
whore the property exconis| 30.0 eee | | 
Hoy but does not exceed | beyond the amount "paid 
bay . ode | for fees and expenses on the 
“nae : property exceeds|4 0 0, application, and the officer 
const en wend j ; or his clerk taking such | 
a ad the eee | 5 0 o| deposit shall thereupon 
o0ek property | make a memorandum | 
° . | 
In "every case to which the; 2 0 0! = = —— | 
- 1e «€(othcer may also | 
above fees do not apply. require an undertaking in 
. ‘iting to pay any further 
133 On every certificate, indorsed | 0 5 0| The certificate | Impressed. eg de rs. which | 
on an original deed, of the | a Cees Pasar Sm 
A . a) ) payank | 
134 PP nets or eed beyond the amounts so paid 
ee ee oe ey and deposited. ° 
wey wed te 8 Comty 145. On taking an affidavit or an| 0 2 0} The affidavit, 
— — F affirmation or attestation affirmation, 
for every folio or part of a} 0 0 3) The copy -- | Adhesive. ae wadhe in lieu of =. or declara- 
folio contained in such affidavit or a declaration, tion. - 
oey7- ; ? xcept for the purpose of Notre—The 
135. On every statutory declara-| 0 2 6/| The declaration | Adhesive. pa pr dividends from amount of | 
tion or notice filed in the the Paymaster-General, for | stampsshould | 
office for registration of each person making the | be marked on | 
deeds of arrangement, anne. | the office copy 
pursuant to the Boots of And in addition thereto| 0 1 4 
Arrangement Act, 1914, or for each exhibit therein 
the Deeds of Arrangement referred to and required to } 
= Act, 1915. b f - a I ane be marked. | . Me 
136. Onsearching the register(for| 0 2 6 e precipe mpressed. | 146. On taking a recognisance or| 0 10 0| The  recognis- | 
every name inspected) and bond or vacating the same. | ance or bond. | 
on inspecting the filed On assignment of a bond 0 5 0} Theassignment. 
copy, including the limited 147. On filing for registration a| 0 10 0| The certificate. | 
extract to be taken certificate of the Controller | 
pursuant to the Act and of the Clearing Office under 
Rules. paragraph 1 (iv) of the 
a Treaty of Peace Order, 
Commissions, dc. a. | | 
137. On sealing or issuing a com-| 5 © ©} The commission | Impressed. | 148. On sealing or issuing any 0 5 O| The filed docu- | 
mission to take oaths or or certificate. writ, summons, — citation, ment. 
affidavits in the Supreme | notice, fiat, certificate or 
Court. other document and filing | 
138. On sealing any other com. | 2 0 0} The precipe Impressed- a copy thereof where no 
mission unless otherwise In Probate other fee is prescribed by 
provided, Registry— this Schedule, 
adhesive. , 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED. 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 

ESTABLISHED 1853. 

Capital Stock ... £400,000 

Debenture Stock mts “ae me a ... £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. AIVANCES MADE THEREON. 

Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Office 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 








Schedule 11. 
OrpERS ANNULLED. 
Part I. 
First Column. Second Column, 


The Order as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884 ... The whole Order. 
The Orders amending the Order as to Supreme | 
Court Fees, 1884, made on the following dates 


respectively :— 


2iet August, 1884 ... pom wes _— ino t ss sie 
18th December, 1885 one = ove an - em 
20th December, 1887 _ s _ a a 
22nd January, 1897 [1897, No. 48] eee _ - me 
10th February, 1903 [1903, No. 113)" ... pom ~ i“ 
30th November, 1903 [1903, No, 1074] ... we - jie 
28th May, 1906 (1906, No. 415] ... — oe - oe 
June, 1909 [1909, No, 725] ‘eit ‘a ue ie - 
2nd November, 1915 [1915, No, 1061] ... ons ae " 
6th November, 1917 [1917, No. 1136] ... oa | * si 
2nd July, 1920 [1920, No, 1014]... a a * a 


24th March, 1921 [1921, No. 557] oes ” _ 

The Order as to Fees for proceedings in connection | Paragraphs 1 to 7 
with Deeds of Arrangement (dated 28th December, inclusive of the 
1914) [1914, No. 1829] ove Schedule. 

Part II, 

First Column. Second Column. 


The Orders relating to stamps made by the Treasury | 
with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor on the | 
following dates respectively :— 


4th July, 1884 The whole Order, 


17th June, 1891... eee de ete one in a 
4th May, 1893 eee eee ese one soe ne - 
19th December, 1896 [1896, No. 1109] ... ove 7 a 
13th July, 1897... ee os iis 


19th February, 1903 [1903, No. 116] ... | The First Schedule. 
(The References are to 8.R. & O. of the specified years.) 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING. 

A Special General Meeting of the members of the Society will be held 
in the Hall of the Society, on Friday, the 27th inst., at 2 o’clock. 

The President will move :—‘* That the members of the Law Society in 
special general meeting assembled, and as representing the solicitors of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature in England and Wales, venture most humbly 
to express to Their Majesties the King and Queen and to Her Royal Highness 
Princess Mary their heartfelt good wishes on the occasion of Her Royal 
Highness’s engagement to Viscount Lascelles.” 

Also :—*‘* That the members of the Law Society in special genera] meeting 
assembled offer to the Right Hon. the Prime Minister their sincere con- 
gratulations on the recent settlement of the differences which for centuries 
have disturbed the relationships between Great Britain and Ireland. The 
Society recognises in this settlement the result of long negotiation, ably 
and patiently conducted by the Prime Minister and his colleagues, and 
they hope for it such complete success as will secure permanent friendship, 
good will and co-operation, between Great Britain and all parts of Ireland.” 

Mr. Edward A. Bell, London, will ask :—‘‘ Whether in view of the present 
system of listing Judge’s Summonses in the King’s Bench Division, which 
results in great delay and expense to the public and the profession, the 
Council will consider the expediency of making representations in the proper 
quarter with the view of formulating a method of listing King’s Bench 
Judge's Summonses to avoid the delay caused by the present system ? ”’ 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the Directors of this Association was held at 
The Law Society, Chancery Lane, London, on the 12th inst., Mr. J. F. 
Rowlatt in the chair. The other directors present were Messrs. E. R. Cook, 
T. 8. Curtis, E. F. Dent, W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, E. F. Knapp- Fisher. 


R. C. Nesbitt, R. W. Poole, P. J. Skelton (Manchester), and M. A. Tweedie, 
£1,508 was distributed in relief of deserving cases ; 
were elected, and other general business transacted. 


eight new members 


The Annual Meeting of the Bar. 


In the absence of the Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General (Sir , 
Pollock, K.C.) took the chair at the annual general meeting of the Bar, 
held in the Inner Temple Hall on Wednesday. 

Mr. T. R. Hughes, K.C., the chairman of the General Council of the Bar, 
moved the adoption of the Council’s report. A part of the report which wag 
interesting and encouraging was that which showed that the Council had 
been brought into relations with many different Bars throughout the 
British Empire and elsewhere with a view to giving information, advice, or 
assistance. 

Last July the Belgian Bar had a great assembly in Antwerp, to which they 
invited the Council, and he and Mr. Vaughan Williams, K.C., as representa- 
tives of the Council, with the Attorney-General and the Solicitor-Genera] 
attended and were entertained in a most hospitable and cordial manner, 
Assemblies of that kind were of great value as tending to cement the bond 
between the Bars of different countries. Another matter of an international 
character mentioned in the report arose from the presence in London of a 
number of Russian advocates exiled from their country. Between twenty 
and thirty of them had sought refuge in London, and were trying to carry 
on their profession here. They had formed a Russian Bar Association, 
and that body approached the Council with a request for recognition, 
This the Council were glad to give. The only definite aid asked for by 
the Association was that its members might have the use of the libraries 
of the Inns of Court, and on the suggestion of the Council all of the four Inns 
had granted that privilege. 

Sir Reginald Acland, K_C., in seconding the motion, said that when the 
war was supposed to be over the question of reinstating in their practices 
barristers who had fought in the war or of finding a way to help them 
was taken up by the Council. A register of barristers who, on demobiliza- 
tion, applied for appointments was started, and there were placed upon it 
the names of 193 barristers. Of those, 135 had obtained appointments 
such as they desired, the majority of them through the instrumentality of 
the Council and the work of Mr. Harold Hardy, the secretary. 

The report was adopted. 

The Solicitor-General, in acknowledging a vote of thanks to him, which 
had been passed on the motion of Sir E. Marshall Hall, K.C., seconded by 
Sir J. W. Greig, K.C., referred to the presence of representatives of the 
English Bar at the festival of the Belgian Bar in Antwerp, and asked 
whether some hospitality could not be offered by the English Bar in return, 
and, although he realized that it would not be easy to arrange, he thought 
that, if it could be done, a reward would probably be reaped for the trouble 
to which some of their members would be put. He suggested that the 
chairman of the Council should consider, with the Attorney-General, whether 
a scheme could be promoted by which hospitality might be offered to the 
Belgian Bar. 








Super-Tax and Allowances. 


An important question regarding super-tax was raised, says The Times, 
by Mr. Kennard Davis, of Roehampton, in an appeal brought by him before 
the Special Commissioners on Taxes on Saturday. 

The points raised were :—(1) Whether the personal and other allowances 
permissible for income-tax under the Finance Act, 1920, are not similarly 
permissible for super-tax; and (2) whether the super-tax is properly 
charged on gross income, disregarding the reduction thereof caused by 
income-tax. 

After a lengthy argument of two hours, the Special Commissioners 
dismissed the appeal on both points. 

The appellant was represented by Mr. Latter, instructed by Messrs. 
Godden, Holme & Ward, solicitors to the Income Taxpayers’ Society, of 
which Lord Decies is the hon. director. 

The Times states that it learns that steps have been taken to carry the 
appeal to the High Court. In this appeal, Lord Decies stated, Mr. Kennard 
Davis will be supported by the Income Taxpayers’ Society. 








Presentments by the Grand Jury. 


An esteemed correspondent has sent us the following extract from 
Colvin’s “Life of Landor ’’ (English Men of Letters), Ist edition, p. 72. 

At Monmouthshire Assizes in 1812 he was on the grand jury. The 
members of that body having been in the usual formal terms adjured by 
the judge to lay before him whatever evidences they possessed of felony 
committed in the county, what must our noble Roman do but take the 
adjuration literally, and in defiance of all usage deliver with his own hand 
to the judge a written accusation of felony against an influential rascal 
of the neighbourhood, an attorney and surveyor of taxes; coupled with 
a complaint against his brother jurors for neglect of duty in refusing to 
inquire into the case. The judge took no notice of the communication, 
and Landor, having naturally gained nothing by his action except the 
resentful or contemptuous shrugs of his fellow-jurors, closed the incident 
with a second letter of polite sarcasm, in which he wrote “ I acknowledge 
my error, and must atone for my presumption. But I really thought 
your Lordship was in earnest, seeing you, as I did, in the robes of justice, 





and hearing you speak in the name and with the authority of the laws.” 
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Obituary. 
Mr. G. W. Brabant. 


Mr. George Whitmore Brabant, a well-known conveyancer, of 6, Addison- 
gardens, W., and 1, New-square, Lincoln’s Inn, died on tke 13th inst. 
after a short illness, at the age of 70 years. He was the seventh son of 
Mr. William Hughes Brabant, solicitor, formerly senior partner in the firm 
of Brabant, Capron & Dalton. He was born in 1852 and educated at 
Uppingham School, afterwards going to King’s College, Cambridge, where 
he took his B.A. degree in 1874. He was admitted a student of Lincoln’s 
Inn on 2nd May, 1874, and was called to the Bar on 25th April, 1877. 
A pupil of the late eminent conveyancer, Mr. Harrison Dalton, he had a 
large practice as a conveyancer, and was esteemed a sound lawyer and very 
good draftsman. He was a member of the Institute of Conveyancers and 
a contributor to Lord Halsbury’s ‘‘ Laws of England.” He leaves a widow 


and one daughter. 








Legal News. 


Information Required. 


FRANCIS INMAN, deceased, missing documents :—1893, 18th October— 
Deed of Covenant between Francis Inman and Mrs. H. S. Inman and 
others. Same date—Will of Francis Inman. Were 1900 to 1908 in 
possession of Flaxman Haydon, of 32, Great Saint Helens, Chartered 
Accountant. Please communicate Upton, Britton & Lumb, 43, Bedford- 


square, W.C. 





Appointments. 


In consequence of the recent amalgamation of the Lancashire & Yorkshire 
Railway with the London & North Western Railway the following appoint- 
ments have been made in connection with the legal work of the new 
organisation. 

Mr. H. L. THornutit, who was Solicitor to the London and North 
Western Company before the amalgamation, has been appointed Solicitor 
to the new Company, and will control the whole of the legal work. 





$888 Oa 


One or the other of these marks would be found on the Silver Plate made 
in this country by Paul Lameric, the famous French Silversmith who came 
here in the reign of Queen Anne and practised his art in Windmill-street, 
London, for about fifty years. Although he never employed more than two 
or three apart from his daughters, his work was so heavy and durable that 
much of it remains. One lady who saw these marks when I printed them 
before sent me a pair of Sauce-Boats which I sold at auction for £16 10s. 
per oz., or £556; a Silver Salver was also sent, and realised over £1,000. 
On December 15, I sold at my rooms at Calder House, Piccadilly, a Dressing 
Case in silver by Paul Lamerie for £3,300. 

When motoring in Cornwall recently, I discovered a Cup and Cover by 
the same craftsman, which I hope will be in my next sale. When I am not 
in the rostrum looking after the interests of my patrons I am at the office 
ready to interview any callers, or am motoring to the ancestral homes of 
England calling on the New Poor. I point out to them that the easiest 
way out of their difficulties is to sell their chests of silver, heirloom or other- 
wise. I rarely ever charge more than 21s. for calling with my art expert 
at a castle or cottage and valuing at present-day prices Porcelain, Pictures, 
Tapestry, Jewels, Pearls, &c. Write at once and ask when I shall next be 
near you. Within a month, if all is well, I shall be touring through all 
parts of Wales, vii Cheltenham, Leamington, the Lake District, Yorkshire, 
Lincolnshire, and the East Coast. 

In a recent issue I printed a calculation based on the assumption that 
had the £400 which the Paul Lamerie Dressing Case probably cost in 1723 
been invested, it would have yielded to-day at compound interest a capital 
of well over £6,000,000. It is interesting to continue the calculation. On 
December 15, the same Silver Dressing Case (as mentioned above) sold 
for £3,300. In the event of the next or present purchaser entailing it, and 
it remaining in the same family as long as before, at compound interest the 
amount would be between 50 and 60 million pounds. Reader, once again 
let me remind you of the chests of silver at your bankers or elsewhere that 
have not seen the light of day for generations. Even if they be heirlooms you 
may be able to get the sanction of the Courts to sell; at any rate, why not 
let me examine them? What an interesting study to go through your 
chests of silver to see if any bears one of the above marks—the sure evidence 
that it is the great work of the great craftsman. Valuations for probate 
and insurance at moderate fees. Stamps bought.—W. E. Hurcomb, Calder 
House (corner of Dover Street), Piccadilly, London, W.1. Telephone : 


Regent 475, [Advt.] 








The services of Mr, A. pe C. Parmrrer, who was formerly Solicitor to the 
Lancashire & Yorkshire Company, at Manchester, are retained temporarily 
to assist in connection with special work arising out of future amalgamations 
under the system of grouping laid down in the Railways Act, 1921. 

Mr. A. Eppy, who was Assistant Solicitor to the London & North 
Western Company before the amalgamation, has been appointed the 
Assistant Solicitor to the new Company. 

Mr. J. Taytor Jones, who for many years was Assistant Solicitor to the 
Lancashire & Yorkshire Company, has been appointed Divisional Solicitor, 
with offices at Manchester, and will control the legal work under Mr. 
Thornhill in the northern area. 

The following Assistants have also been appointed : 

Mr. G. Cote Deacon, Parliamentary. 
Mr. G. L. Smytue, Common Law. 
Mr. J. G. Donatpson, Conveyancing. 

These appointments take effect as and from Ist January, 1922. 

Mr, J. W. W. WeIGAtt has been appointed to be Recorder of Gravesend 
in the place of Mr. Alexander Wedderburn, C.B.E., K.C., who has resigned. 

The Council of Legal Education have made the following appointments 
to Examinerships, viz.: Professor A. F. Murison, in Roman-Dutch Law, 
and Mr. S. Witserrorce, Indian High Court Judge, I.C.S. (Retired), in 
Hindu and Mohammedan Law. 


Dissolutions. 


HERBERT StROvD and ARTHUR JOSHUA NUNN, Solicitors (Stroud & Nunn), 
Clarence-parade, Cheltenham, 23rd day of February, 1921. The said 
Arthur Joshua Nunn will continue solely to carry on the said practice at 
Clarence parade, Cheltenham. 

Hersert LipiarpD, Epwarp STANLEY Movu.tp PEROWNE and HERBERT 
Sepprncs Lip1arp, Solicitors (Lidiard & Perowne), 7, Great James-street, 
Bedford-row, W.C.1, 3lst day of December, 1921. 


General. 

At the Wilts Assizes on Tuesday, Mr. Justice Rowlatt, addressing the 
Grand Jury, expressed himself in favour of the retention of the Grand 
Jury system. 

At its meeting on the 12th inst., the London “ Safety First 
reaffirmed its opinion that, in the interests of public safety, and of cyclists 
in particular, the regulation respecting red rear lights on cycles should be 
reimposed, and decided so to inform the Ministry of Transport. 


* Council 








W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


VALUATIONS For PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY. SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC, 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


*Puonrz No.: PARK ONE (40 Lines). Teizcrams: “‘ WHITELEY, LONDON.” 
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The list of successful candidates in the Hilary Examination conducted 
last month by the Council of Legal Education includes the names of 
twenty-two women, of whom two, Miss A. Doherty (Class 2) and Miss T. L, 
Davies (Class 3) have passed the final examination. This examination, 
says The Times, has now been passed by seven women, one having been 
successful last May and four last October. Of the other successful women 
candidates in the December examinations four passed in Roman Law; 
eight in Constitutional Law and Legal History ; six in Criminal Law and 
Procedure ; and seven in Real Property and Conveyancing. 


ALL CLASSES OF ANNUITIES. 


The Sun Life of Canada specialises in Annuities. 
It offers advantages not obtainable from any 
other first-class Company. An especial feature is 
the granting of more favourable terms to impaired 
lives. All classes of Annuities are dealt in— 
Immediate, Joint Life, Deferred and Educational ; 
also Annuities to meet individual circumstances. 














Court Papers. 





WRITE TO THE MANAGER, J. F. JUNKIN. 


SUN LIFE ASSURANCE 














Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
COMPANY OF CANADA, ‘ oe iB oon ae 30 ge, BEPEBION 
Monday ..Jan. 23 Mr. More r. Hicks Beach Mr. Jolly Mr. More 
15, CANADA HOUSE, NORFOLK STREET, LONDON, W.C.2, Tuesday eeceee 24 Jolly Bloxam More Jolly 
Wednesday ... 25 Garrett More Jolly More 
Thursday ..... 26 Synge Jolly More Jolly 
PUERE .ccccees 27 Hicks Beach Garrett Jolly More 
r : . ' es . Saturday ..... 23 Bloxam Synge More Jolly 
The following have been fixed as Commission Days for the ensuing Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justic 
Winter Assizes on the North-Eastern Circuit :—Newcastle, 20th February ; SARGANT RUSSELL. ASTB : =~. Pe te 
rhe 27 Ve ‘ . “ork j arch: ¢ 2e « me. Monday Jan. 23 Mr. Garrett Mr. Synge Mr. Hicks Beac rt oxam 
Durham, 27th February; York, 6th March; and Leeds, 13th March. ee a a = po a. + er wa 
The judges are Mr, Justice Bray and Mr, Justice McCardie. a. = Guanst Synge Hicks Beach Stones 
, : T BY 0... 26 Synge Garrett Bloxam Hicks Beach 
Mr. Edward Arthur Bonnor-Maurice, of Bodynfoel, Oswestry, Lord of —, ola 37 Garett Somme Hicks Beach mca 
the Manor of Llanfechain, a partner in the firm of Messrs. Bircham & Co., | Saturday ..... 28 Synge Garrett Bloxam Hicks Beach 
Solicitors, Parliament-street, Westminster, a director of the Solicitors’ 
Law Stationery Society, Limited, who died on 21st November, aged 
slr cage 7p res  walen of 040:709. of which Gantt VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very cesential that all Policy Holders shoul 
seventy-four years, left estate of the value of £43,713, of which £39,093 have & a detailed valuation of thelr eflects.’ Property is . 
is net personalty. The testator stated that owing to the depreciation and in case of loss suffer accordingly. WA “Tones rye 
in the value of his securities during the past few years he has had to cut (LIMITED), 26, K Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, well-known chattel valuers and 


down and reduce provisions and gifts which he had otherwise intended to advan 
ST ty Xt. f—- 


to make. 


KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1922. 
CROWN PAPER. 

For Hearing. 


egw ~ -ry Liny estab 


Mann & Cook v H A Walker & Co 
Dance v Davis & Aston (Birmingham County Court) 


as 100 yours), ry a staff of =a Valuers, and will be 


— Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 


| Babayen v Webb & Co 
| Sanders, Rehders & Co v SI 


jhahmoon 
Silverstone & Wife vy W Cohen & Wife (Shoreditch County | | Rowland & Marwood’ tay «tt ‘anew 6 Co 


Court) 
| Prior v Prior (Southend County Court) 


Savory v Suplyaw! ld & ors (Castle Motor Co ld Garrishees) 


Aman v Isle of Wight R D C (Hampshire County Court) 


The King v Special Commrs of Income Tax (ex pte Shaftes-| aimbatielos x Grace Bros & Co Id 


bury Homes & Arethusa Training Ship) 


Rosenberg (married woman) v Grodzinsky (widow) 


The King v Governor of Brixton Prison (Cecil Sutherland Griffiths v Hillier (Brentford County Court) 


Waite) 


The King v Special Commrs of Income Tax (ex pte Rank’s 


Trustees) 
Leek v Epsom R DC 
Young v Jones 
Lewellyn v Turner 
The King y North, Esq & ors, Jj (ex pte Brackend) 
Robinson v Hannon 


neer v Fox 
the King v Wood, Esq & ors (ex pte Anderson & anr) 
Dennis v Hutchinson 
Same v Hutchinson 
Trafford v Same 
Evans v Jones & Jones 
Godfrey v Higgs, Junr 
Blackburn v Skelton 
Inkpin v Roll 


The King v Freeman & ors (ex pte Barnes & Co. London, 


Id & anr) 
Sales v Lake & ors 
The King v Jj's of Glamorganshire (ex pte Thomas) 
The King v Same (ex pte Same) 
The King v Bigland (ex pte Bottomley) 
In the Matter of George Mitchell Hardy (an infant) 
The King v Board of Trade (ex pte Derby Corpn) 
The King v Lilley, Esq & ors, Jj's of Middlesex, and anr 
Double v Assessment Committee of Southampton & ors 
Stuart Isles Buck v F Tyrell 
Tinker & Tinker v Holden 
Davies v McLintock 
Pexton v Dalton 
Newport Co-operative Industrial Soc v T E Sarjent 
Binns v Cox 
The King v Minister of Health (ex pte Rush) 
Tindal! v Wright & anr 
The King v Inspector of Taxes Parish of Kingsland 
The King v Same nisi for mandamus to hear & determine 
(ex pte Pearson (Kingsland) Estate) 


The King v Commrs of Income Tax & Inspector of Taxes | 


for the Parish of Kingsland 

Barett v R O Weiner & Cold & ors 

The King v The Comptroller General of Patents (ex pte 
Muntz) 

Payne v Robinson 

Watson v Shelton Magistrates case 

Ely v Godfrey 


CIVIL Paper. 


For Argument. 


Svinska Stinkols Aktiebolaget Carl Schlyter v Eleazer Clark 
Nortland Navigation Co & anr 

Stason v Churain 

V go Motor Trading Corpn Id v Knowles (Croydon County 
Court 


) 
Barrett v Hinchcliffe, Stokoe & Co ld 
Mitsui & Cold v Donald Campbell & Co 


| The Mayor &c of Bolton v Boydell (Bolton County Court) 
Same v Same (Bolton County Court) 

| Nahums (Union Mills Dept) v Marsh & Creassey 

| Holcombe Brook Calico Printing Co v Rodite & Co 

Holt v Wheeler (Bloomsbury County Court) 


ondon Theatre of Varieties ld v Jewish Socialist Party | 


(Poato Zion) England & ors (Westminster County Court) 


Cinema de Paris id & ors v Clavering (Westminster County 


| 
} 
| Court) 
Scott & Holder ld v Van Minden 
Humphrey v Clarke (Worthing County Court) 
| Phillips v Rand (Hertfordshire County Court) 
Robinson, Fleming & Co v Warner, Barnes & Co ld 
Grater & Sons (a firm) v Green (Tiverton ey Court) 
| G Clark & Sons (Hull Id) v E Brooksbanks & Cold 
Rome v Smith (Bow County Court) 
Townsend v Charlton (Nottingham County’Court) 


Court) 
Hardwicke v Stacey (Oldacres & ors third Parties) 
Landi & anr v Kolskey (Whitechapel County Court) 
Williams v Roberts (Plymouth County Court) 
Joel v Harris (Clerkenwell County Court) 
Thomas v Gower R D C (Swansea County Court) 
Sidgwick v Oakley 
| Keep v Wallis & Starkie (Derby County Court) 
| Schmit v Christy (Westminster County Court) 
McGuinness v Oceanic Steam Navigation Co ld (Liverpool 
County Court) 
Biante ll, Spence & Co v Philp & Garner (Greenwich County 
‘ourt) 
Griffiths v Refuge Assce Co ld (Swansea County Court) 
| Hamm vy Berry, Barclay & Co (Bank of New South Wales 
third parties, IJ Corry & Co fourth parties) 
| Pearson v Svites Id (Westminster County Court) 
| Teakle v Gray (Bow County Court) 
| Parkinson v County Council for West Riding of Yorkshire 
| (Wakefield County Court) 
Schiblize v Cardinal & Harford ld 
C Czarnikow Id v Roth, Schmidt & Co 


| Lang v Appleton & Co id (Westminster County Court) 
| Gure v Oppenheim (Mayors & City of London Court) 


Luccashi y Newlin (Bristol County Court) 
King v Soloman (Marylebone County Court) 


SPECIAL CASE UNDER Sec. 19 OF THE ARBITRATION 
Act, 1889. 


Barnett v Weiner & Cold & anr 
SPECIAL PAPER. 


Mayor, &c of Hastings v Hastings Tramway Co 

James C Barrid v Gilbert & Knowles 

Owners of 8.8. Kincardine y W H Muller & Co (London) ld 
Owners of 8.8. Stroma v Compania Mercantil Argentina 
Owners of 8.8. Taransay v W H Muller & Co (London) Id 
Sanday v Keighley, Maxted & Co 

Same v Hillerns & Fowler 


Brown v Beston (trading as Green) (Warwickshire County 


— v Anton Jurgens 
Empire Paper Millsid vy Wall Paper ~~ 
Kobusai N sen Kabuskika Kaisha v Flack & Son 
| Wye Shipping Co ld v Compagnie du Chemin de fer Paris 
(Orleans) 
Larrinaga & Co v Société Franco-Americaine des Phosphates 
de Medulla, Paris 
a Swain & ors v-Royal Wheat Commission 
Taylor & Sons 5 | 73 Bank of Athens 
| Pinnock Bros v 8: 
| Wimble, Sons & Cov. v Lillico & Son (London) 
| West Somerset Mineral Ry Co v Ebbw Vale Stee!, Iron & 
Coal Co Id 
| Toyosaki Kisen Kaisha v Les Affriteurs Reunis 
C Weiss & Cold v Peters, Rushton & Co 
| L Napier & Co v D J Donald & Cold 
| H Whitworth ld vy J Turner & Cold 
A Dronlias v N J Christides 
| J & J Cunningham id v R A Munrold 


MOTIONS FOR JUDGMENT. 


| 

| 

| Mulrenan v Arena & Stage (Menagerie) Cold & anr 
| Compton & Sons id v Ospina 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


| APPEALS AND IsSUES UNDER THE UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
AcT, 1920. 
For Judgment. 


In the Matter of an Application by E A Ffidoks (de Riggs) 
In the Matter of an Application by Benjamin Wilkinson (de 
Randall) 
For Hearing. 


In the Matter of an Application by The Incorporated Insur- 
ance Industry Unemployment Insurance Board (de Heap) 
In the Matter of an Issue (Clark & Tame) 


REVENUE PAPER 
CASES STATED. 


The Plymouth Mutual Co-operative & Industrial Soc ld and 
The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

Mark Bromet and James Reith (Surveyor of Taxes) 

H G Alexander, J G Duplessis & Lady K F M Morant, 
ae John Morant (Minor) and T H Butcher (Surveyor 
of 

Nevile, wheld & Cold and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

Reinachs, Nephew & Co and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

The Commrs of Inland Revenue and Engineeri + 

W Friedson (H. M. Inspector of Taxes) and Rev FH 








Glynn-Thomas 
PETITION UNDER FINANCE ACT, 1894. 

In the Matter of the Estate of Sir Tatton Benvenuto Mark 

Sykes, Bt., dec 

DeatH DUTIES. 

In the Matter of Arthur George Earlof Wi'ton, dec 
In the Matter of John William Atkinson, dec 

PETITION UNDER THE se (CONSOLIDATION) ACT, 

10. 


Atkinson’s Brewery ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 


(re “ The Lion,” Lawley Street, Birmingham) 














Leaden 
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“Winding-up Notices, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 
London Gazetle.—FRripayY, January 6. 
James DEXTER LTD. Jan.31. Walter Hessey, 6, St. James’s- 


Feb. 14. Henry J. Veitch, 
8. H. Roffey, 


square, Man s. 

OXFORD OpricaL Co. Lr. 
56, Moorgate-st. 

W. Betcuer & Co. Lrp. Jan. 31. 26, Long- 
acre. 

i. J. Hetaesen Lrp. Feb. 16. John E. Davis, 11, Queen 


Victoria-st. 
w. E. 8. T. Synpicate Lrp. Jan. 31. W. E. 8. Taylor, 


80, Bi , E.C.2. 

A. R. Pork & Co. Lrp. Feb. 2. Alexander B. Bryden, 
1084, Cannon-st. 

c. Marston & Co. Lrp. Feb. 11. Hubert Smith, 
10, ‘Coleman-st. 


Lyceum CLUB INTERNATIONAL Lrp. Feb. 1. Sidney J. 
Field, 17, Shaftesbury-avenue, W. 
RUBBER CO. LTD. Feb. 1. Russell Kettle, 5 
Wall-bidgs., E.C.2. 
THE UNIVERSAL Tyre REPAIRING Co. Lrp. Jan. 14. 
Frederick S. Salaman, 1 & 2, Bucklersbury. 
Auton Mutts Lrp. Jan. 31. Robert C. Bolton, Alton, 


Hants. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, January 10. 


LMBFIELD MANUFACTURING Co. Lip. Feb. 21. 
Proctor, 3, Grimshaw-st., Burnley. 

Ivy Lear CLUB (MIDDLESBROUGH) ep. Feb. 6. 
P. Barrowcliff, 57, Albert-rd., Middlesbrough. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, January 13 


Tar ALForD & District Motor Co. Lrp. Jan. 31. W. B. 
Ovenden, Station-rd., Alford. 

Srones (BaTH) Lrp. Jan. 31. 
22, Milsom-st., Bath. 

HALIFAX GROCERS’ WHOLESALE Co. Lrp. March 1. 
8. Lees, Southgate-chmbrs., Halifax. 

ROBERTSON & WYNN LtD. Feb. 28. William A. Henderson, 
29, Gracechurch-st. 


, London 


George 
Charles 


Andrew H. Brewer, 


Joseph 


Tae BLAIR OPEN HEARTH ForNACE Co. Ltp. Jan. 31. 
A. E. Cave, Moorgate-court, Moorgate-place. 
THE IMPROVED OPEN HEARTH FURNACE CO. Ltp. Jan. 31. 


A. E. Cave, Moorgate-court, Moorgate-place. 

WAINFLEET FARMING Co. Ltp. Feb. 15. Duncan C. H. 
Chisholm, Marsh Farm, East Wainfleet. 

THe CARRINGTON CHOCOLATE Co. LTD. Jan. 31. 
T. Southworth, 38, Fountain-st., Manchester. 

WALLINGTON Moror Co. Lrp. Jan. 16. William F. A 
Cooper, 68, Aldersgate-st., E.C.1. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, January 17. 


Srrick Line Lrp. Feb. 28. George Crowfoot, Baltic House, 
Leadenhall-st., E.C.3. 

Prescott & GIL%aRT LTD. Feb. 18. Fredk. T. P. Deyes, 
51, North John-st., Live 1. 

BARRACLOUGH BROTHERS Ltp. Feb.1. Hubert 8. Dickinson, 
30, Huddersfield-rd., Brighouse. 

Usitep Orgs Ltp. Feb. 28. F. W. Carder, Stoke-on-Trent. 

ALLIED Exporters Ltp. Mar.1. L. A. Reddall,1, Guildhall- 
chambers, E.C.2. 

Tae CrvEMATOGRAPHY Co., Lrp. Feb. 21. 
jun., 79, Duke-st., Liver 3 

THe Usiqve GaraGE Lrp. Feb. 28. J. P. Brodie, Lloyds 
Bank-chambers, Burslem. 


Ebenezer 


Frederic Hill, 





Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, January 6. 
The Universal Tyre Repairing The Temperance Catering Co. 
Co. Ltd. Ltd. 


W. Belcher & Co. Ltd. 


Commercial Tyre Co. Ltd. 
Central Garage (Barrow) Co, 


Hipperholme & Lightcliffe 


On a Club Ltd. 
ndicate Tw 2 Baynton- -Power Publish- 
a a s. Ltd Co. Ltd. 
The sree 16. Land Co. Robe McAllister Co. Ltd. 


Wootton Pillinge Brick Co. 
Ltd 


Ltd. 
Cocoa and Chocolate Co. Ltd. ‘ 
W. E. 8. T. Syndicate Ltd. 


Hopes Estates Ltd. 
Harrison, Saunders & Co. z , Whishaw & — Ltd. 
Ltd. rnsbee & Co. 


Ltd. 
oo ey! Mills Co. Ltd. The Palladium (Southport) 
Lam Ltd. 


The Fountayne p «& 
Engineering Co. (1910) = Thames Trading Co. Ltd. 
Daniels & Osborne Ltd. 


The Grimsby and Nort! 


Steam Trawling Co. ea Taxis Ltd. 
General Stampings Ltd. Hull Cooperage Co. Ltd. 
Hill& Co. (Engineers) Ltd. James Dexter Ltd. 


Manx Ship Brokers Ltd. 
Ping Gazette. —TUESDAY, January 10. 


ure Theatre Piano - - — Ltd. 
(wood Steeet) Ltd. Petrosine 
— — and Bulloch a deowart Ltd. 
er 4 — Manufacturing 
The Wallington Motor Co. Ltd 
The British Drilland Engineer: The Sandy Transport Co. Ltd 
~ hk Ltd. John Giles Ltd 
The Baltic Lounge Ltd. The Purdy Steam Fishing Co. 


The Planet Electric Co. Ltd. Ltd. 





Ambitus Exploration Co. Ltd. The Roulette Steam Drifter, 
H.W. i Ltd. Trawler & Fishing Co. Ltd. 


8. O'Dell & Co. Gold Creek Placer Mines 
Electrical Development & Montana Ltd. 

Finance Corporation Ltd. Strick Line Lid. 
Ajax Heaters Sussex Motor Yacht Club Ltd. 


Hooton & Ellesmere Port Dis- Bevan, Reid & Co. Ltd. 
trict ElectricSupply Co. Ltd Brentford Alpha Engineering 
Goldfields of Eastern Akkim Co. Ltd 


Ltd. Akim Alluvials Ltd. 
Akim Diamond Fields Ltd. 


London Gazette. —FRipayY, January 13. 


North Worcestershire 
td. Co. Ltd. 
John Claes Devis & Co. Ltd. Brothers’ Chemical Co. Ltd. 
M.E.J.Syndi@ate(No.2) Ltd. The Anglo-Russian Issuing 
Electric Pictures (Enfield) Syndicate Ltd. 
Ltd Kuskie (Nigeria) Tin Fields 
I 


Carrosserie Van Den Plas Glass 


Fred Kelsall & Co. Ltd Ad. 
The Transvaal Oil Quadrant Properties Ltd. 
Syndicate Ltd. Laurence Philipps & Co. Ltd. 
Brazilian Cartage & Estates Yorkshire Mutual Garage Ltd. 
L Horsebridge Roller Milling 
Co. Ltd. 


Shale 


British Isles Marine & General 
Insurance Co, Ltd. Fratera Line Ltd. 

East Coast Pleasure Steamers Chittenden & Mcleod Ltd. 
Ltd. Henson & Son Ltd. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, January 17. 


Bower Produce Co., Ltd, 

Prescott & Gilbart, Ltd. Fred Thornhill & Co., Ltd. 

Kandyland Ltd. Kendal Shirt Manufacturing 

Thoburn & Hatchett Ltd. Co. Ltd. 

J. M. Dartois & Co. Ltd. The London & Provincial Suit 

Calley’s Ltd. Pressing Co. Ltd. 

The Albemarle Co. Ltd. The W. A. Brewery Syndicate 

Mann & Cook (West Africa) Ltd. 

Enamelled Wires Ltd. 

Appeérley, Beard & Co. Ltd. 

Southern Counties Pitwood 
Co. Ltd, 


Anglian Foods Ltd. 


Ltd. 
Richards Chapman Northcote 
Ltd. 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazetie.—FRIDAY, January 6. 
BAILEY, GEORGE H., Lytham. Preston. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. 


Jan. 3. 
BARDax, Isaac, Manchester. Manchester. Pet. Dec. 16. Ord. 
Jan 


paaewe, George E., Liverpool. Liverpool. Pet. Jan. 3. 
Ord. Jan. 3. 

Boorn, FRANK, Wigan, and Camm, JaMes A., Wigan. 
Wigan. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. Jan. 3 

Brimson, WILLIAM A., Frome. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. 
Jan. 3. 

Burgoyne, Ropert H., Hornsea, Yorks. 
Hull, Pet. Jan. 4. Ord. Jan. 4. 

CALVERT, THOMAS W., « end New-park. 
Pet. Oct. 21. Ord. Jan. 3 

CARTWRIGHT, ROBERT P., Oswestry. Wrexham. Pet. Jan. 2 
Ord. Jan. 2. 

CRAIG, WILLIAM, Great Grimsby. Great Grimsby. Pet.Jan. 3. 
Ord. Jan. 3. 

— FRANCIS R., Bridlington. Scarborough. Pet. Jan. 4. 

rd 


an. 4, 
DINSLEY, JOHN W., Leeds. Bradford. Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. 


Jan. 2. 
DOLBEAR, WILLIAM H., Cardiff. Cardiff. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. 
an. 3. 
Pitot, SE, Sunderland. Reading. Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. 


Frome. 
Kingston-upon- 


High Court. 


oun Seam, Great Grimsby. Great Grimsby. Pet. Jan. 3. 
Ord. Jan. 3. 

——, ARTHUR, Croydon. Croydon. Pet. Jan. 4. Ord. 
Jan 

"boven, L. E., Brompton-rd. High Court. Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. 
J 


an. 

JONES, Gxorae, Cardiff. Cardiff. Pet. Dec. 1. Ord. Dec. 23. 

KNowLEs, Epwts, Bradford. Bradford. Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. 
Jan 

lavuee, “ASHWIN J., Ammanford. Carmarthen. Pet. Jan. 3 
Ord. Jan . 3. 

LINFORD, WILLIAM the Younger, Great Yarmouth. 
Great Yarmouth. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. Jan. 3. 

Lirrie, THomas W., Chopwell, _— Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Pet. Dec. 30. Ord. Dec. 30 

Lowe, as. Felmersham, Beds. Bedford. Pet. Jan. 3. 
Ord. Jan. 3 

MARTIN, PERoy H., Shifnal. Shrewsbury. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. 
Jan 


PORTER, ‘Groce G., Craven-terrace. High Court. Pet. Dec. 
5. Ord. Jan. 2. 

RowLANDS, WILLIAM, Halifax. Halifax. Pet. Jan. 3. Ord. 
Jan. 3. 

SCHAVERIEN, BARNETT, Hatton-garden. High Court. Pet. 
Dec. 6. Ord. Jan. 2. 

Setrry BRorHers, Manchester. Manchester. 
Ord. Jan, 4. 

Suears, WILLiAM S., ay alana ae Mayfair. High Court. 
Pet. Nov. 4. Ord. Dec. 3 

SIXTON, eee Leeds. Northallerton. Pet. Dec. 31. Ord. 
Dec. 3 


Pet. Sept. 27. 


Wriacnrr, ——e,! oem, Huddersfield. Huddersfield. Pet. 
Jan. 2. Ord. J 
Amended Notice is substituted for ~— pens in the 
London Gazette of Dec, 23, 1 
CLERKE, B. ~s =5 Say -pavement. tligh Court. Pet. Aug. 
31. Ord. 20. 
ae Gazette.—TUESDAY, January 10. 


Ball, Herbert E., Brewham, near Bruton. Yeovil. Pet. 


Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 5. 

—— ROBERT, Frome. Frome. Pet. Jan. 6. Ord. 
an. 6. 

— a 7: Birmingham. Birmingham. Pet. 
Jan. 7. Ord. Jan. 7 

CHARLESWORTH, THERESA, Clapham. Wandsworth. Pet. 
Dec. 8. Ord. Jan 

a. —_ inechingten, Lincoln. Boston. Pet. Jan. 5 
r 

Davis, — Long-acre. High Court. Pet. Jan. 5. 
Ord. Jan. 

DARLING, was. Richmond, Wandsworth. Pet. Nov. 19. 
Ord. Jan. 5 


Great Yarmouth. Pet. 


Bradford. Pet. 


FIELD, cae S., Lowestoft. 
Jan. 6. Ord. Jan. 6 


GARNETT, Harry, Cowiing, near Keighley. 


Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 5. 

—s GEORGE, East Molesey. Kingston (Surrey). Pet. 
Jan. 6. Ord. Jan 

GRIFFIN, FRANCIS, Newton Abbot. Exeter. Pet. Jan. 7, 
Ord. Jan. 7. 

— — SmMon, Manchester. Salford. Pet. Jan. 4. 

r 
JAMESON, JOSEPH, Chopwell, + om Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. Pet. Jan. 4. Ord. Jan. 4 


— ~"s —9 ao , Leamington Spa. Warwick. Pet. Jan. 6. 
an 
Lams, ans. , Tredegar, Mon. Tredegar. Pet. Jan. 5 
rd 


LINDOP, ALFRED R., Sydney, near Crewe. Nantwich. Pet. 


Jan. 6. Ord. Jan. 6. 


LOWTHER, Horace G., Putney. Wandsworth. Pet. Dec. 8. 
Ord. Jan. 5. 

4 THomas, Chester. Chester. Pet. Jan. 7. 

an 

NEIGHBOUR, Ric HRAD C., Lewisham. Greenwich. Pet. 
Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 5. 

at ~ wo Hoa H., Guildford. Guildford. Pet. Jan. 6. 

r 

PARKER, W. G., New Broad-st. High Court. Pet. Dec. 7. 
Ord. Jan. 5 

PENNI thy ‘Moran M. . 7? whe Tees. Stockton-on- 


Tees. Pet. Dee, 19. 
— EpwWIn, Bradford. 


Ord. Jan. 6 
Bradford. Pet. Jan. 6. Ord. 


Rigagee, WittiaM J. B., Wandsworth. Wandsworth. 
Pet. Oct.6. Ord. Jan. 5. 


_ _. Manchester. Manchestes. Pet. Jan. 5. 
an. 5 
nesuupan AND JONES, Bangor. Bangor. Pet. Dec. 7. 
Ord. Jan. 6. 
STRINGER, CHARLES H., Long-acre. High Court. Pet. 
Dee. 12. Ord. Jan. 5. 
Sykes, Harry R., GoldersGreen. High Court. Pet. Dec. 2. 
Ord. Jan. 5, 
TURNER, SAMUEL, Cleethorpes. Great Grimsby. Pet. 
Dec. 17. Ord. Jan. 3. 
| wns, FRANK, Marlow. High Court. Pet. Dec, 1. Ord. 
an 
Woop, DAVID, Wakefield. Wakefield. Pet. Jan. 6. Ord. 
Jan. 6, 
London Gazette-—FRIDAY, January 13. 
ARLIDGE, GEORGE E., teens, Kent. Canterbury. Pet. 
Jan. 11. Ord. Jan. 11 
AYRE, GEORGE H., Wakefield. Wakefield, Pet. Jan. 9. 


Ord. Jan. 9. 
BALFOUR, JOHN W. B., Palmerston-mans, West Kensington. 
High Court’ Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. Jan. 9. 


BANKS, WILLIAM, Radcliffe. Bolton. Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. 
Jan. 10. 

BEBBINGTON, SAMUEL, Winsford. Nantwich. Pet. Jan. 11. 
Ord. Jan. 11. 

BENNETT, CHARLES, o> Mark-lane. High Court. Pet. 
Aug. 30. Ord. Dee. 1: : 

BRADSHAW, THOMAS S. “Great Grimsby. -Great Grimsby, 


Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 10.” 
BROWN, BENJAMIN J. H., Somerton. 
Ord. Jan. 9. 

BUTTERFIELD, LEONARD, Westcliff-on-Sea. 
Pet.Jan.11. Ord. Jan. 11. 
BURTON, WILLIAM A., Fulham. 

Ord. Jan. 10. 
COCHRAN, HAMISH, Betterton-st. 
Ord. Jan. 9. 


Yeovil. Pet. Jan. 9. 
Chelmsford. 
High Court. Pet. Aug. 20. 


High Court. Pet. Dec. 13. 


CUNNINGHAM, E. L., Kilburn. High Court. Pet. Dee. 20. 
Ord. Jan. 10. 

Drew, Jounx T., Cross-ct., Bow-st. High Court. Pet, 
Jan. 11. Ord. Jan. 11. 

—_ JOSEPH, Huxley. Chester. Pet. Jan. 11, Ord. 
Jan, 11. 

EDWARDS, JOHN os Nantglyn, Denbigh. Wrexham. Pet. 
Jan. 11. Ord. Jan. 11. 

EVANS, EDITH, Aberaman. Aberdare. Pet. Jan. 9, Ord, 
Jan. 9. 

FASEY, WILLIAM R., Leytonstone. High Court. Pet. 


Nov. 26. Ord. Jan. 10. 
FERRETT, FRANCIS 8., Acton, 
Ord. Jan. 9. 


Brentford. Pet. Jan. 9, 





I" is very important that one’s Keys should 
be registered by a reliable Company. You 
should ring up 1445 Clerkenwell to-day, and ask 
the British Key Registry about it or write 
London Office, 64, Finsbury Pavement, E.0.2. 





EVIDENCE 


on behalf of Christianity is provided by the 
CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE SOCIETY, 
33 and 34, Craven Street, W.C.2. 
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Fisher, Joux L., South Kensington. High Court. Pet CuAmBers, Tom W., Blackpool. Blackpool. Pet. Jan 


Nov. 26. Ord ‘Jan. 9 Ord. Jan. 9 : : 5 
FITZGERALD, EDWARD, Llysfacn. Bangor. Pet. Jan, 10,+ Davies, Osborne, Haverfordwest. Haverfordwest. Pet 
Ord. Jan. 10 Jan. 12. Ord. Jan. 12. 


P. & B. FLANAGAN & SONS, Bootle. Liverpool. Pet. Nov.29.| Davies, Tom, Morviston, Swansea. Swansea. Pet. Dec. 19. 


Ord. Jan. 11 Ord. Jan. 12. : 
Gay, JoserH H., Rhondda. Pontypridd. Pct. Jan. 9.| Dews, ArTuur, Doncaster. Sheffield. Pet. Jan. 15, Ord, STATION TY 
Ord, Jan. 9. Ji . 
rd. Jan Pet j 


Greuine, AnTuUR E., Buckingham. Banbury. Pet.Jan. 11. c, F., Penywaun, Aberdare. Aberdare 
Ord. Jan. Jan, 12. Ord. Jan, 12. ; 7 LIMITED, 

GRIFFITHS, . J., Swansea. Swansea Pet. Jan. 9 Dorsox, THomas, South Shields. Newcastle-upon-lyne, 
Ord. Jan. Pet, dan The Ord. Jen. 11. PUBLISHERS. 

HANDLEY, JouN C., Mapperley. Nottingham. Pet.Jan.10.| Dopsworta, Tuomas H., York. York. Pet. Jan. 14 
Ord. Jan. 10 Ord. Jan. 14 


Oe Tent Ord ane, en. Oe ia a namene. Baresic, Pet. De® || NOTES ON PERUSING TITLES, 


Jan. 7 Jan 
HARRISON, EMILY, Lianharan. Cardiff. Pet.Jan.10. Ord.| Fawcerr, Ernest, Liverpool. Liverpool. Pet. Jan 13. Containing practical observations on the 
Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 13 Pet. points most frequently arising on a perusal 


Howk, THomas E., Tottenham. Edmonton. Pet. Jan. 7.. Fawcerrr, James, the Younger, Liverpool. Liverpool 7 
Ord’ Jan, 7. a tk ae dom, Oe i of Titles to Real and Leasehold Property, 


Hurworti, Waurer, Harrogate. Lecds. Pet. Dec. 23.) FAZACKERLEY, ELIZabeTH, Wigan. Wigan. Pet. Jan. 14. and an Epitome of the Notes arranged by 
Ord. Jan. 1. Ord, Jan. 14 ; way of Reminders. By Lewis E. Emmet, 


Jackson, Groner H., Oakworth, nr. Keighley. Bradford.| Hesxpy. Freperick (.. Dousland, Devon. Plymouth. Pet. * “ a. a - or 
Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 10 oo 1 Gal ten’ oe Solicitor. Ninth Edition (1921). Price 20s, 


Kirpy, JOHN, Bickerstaffe. Liverpool. Pet. Dec. 21. \L, GEORGE, Froome. Worcester. Pet. Jan. 13. Ord, net, or by post, 21s. 
Ord. Jan. 11 Ja 13 


Lucas, Jospeu, Percy-st. High Court. Pet. Dec.7. Ord.) Hinroy, Rupert G., Blean, nr. Canterbury. Canterbury. THE DEATH DUTIES. 
Pe 


Jan. 11 t. Dee. 22. Ord. Jan. 14 cant H 
MARRIOTT, ARTHUR, Ilkeston. Derby. Pet. Jan. 9. Ord HopGkKISs, EMMA, Great Grimsby. Great Grimsby. Pet. Comprising Estate, Legacy and Succession 
Jan. 9 Jen. 13. Ost, Ten. 12 Duties, with Decided Cases, Forms, Notes 


x 153. 
MARRITT, GroRoE J., Castleton, Rochdale. Pet. Jan. 10.| Huxtineton, Erxest, Wheldrake. York. Pet. Jan. 15 on Practice and the Text of the Statutes, 
rd. Jan. 10 Ord. Jan. 13. y 
McDavip, Rowent N., Norris-st., Haymarket. High Court.| Jones. Wiuniam J., Tredegar. Tredegar. Pet. Jan. 10. by Rosert Dymonp, of the Estate Duty 
Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Jan. Ll. Ord. Jan. 10. Office, Somerset House. Third Edition. 
MITCHELL, ENOs, Halifax. Halifax. Pet. Jan. 9. Ord.) Laurence, Jousx. Folkestone. Canterbury. Pet. Dec. 22. Price 21s. net, or by post, 22s. 
» % Ord. Jan. 14. 
*, TaHomas J., Great Yarmouth. High Court. Pet LAWI on Seems as J.. Yincobank, York. Sheffield. Pet. TREATISE ON THE CONVERSION 
Ji ll. Ord. Jan. 11 Jan.12. Ord. Jan. 12, 
PRARSON, ADA, New Mills, Derby. Stockport. Pet.Jan.11 Love, Henverr F., Bristol. Bristol. Pet. Jan. 12. Ord, OF A BUSINESS INTO A 
Ord. Jan. 11. Jan. 12 PRIVATE LIMITED COMPANY 
. 


PENISTONE, FRANK, Rotherham. Sheffield. Pet. Dec. 20 LYNHAM. FREDERICK, Ashton-under-Lyne. Ashton-under- : 
Ord. Jan. 10 Lyne, Pet. Jan. 12. Ord. Jan. 12 With annotated forms of Memorandum 

yy H., Pontypridd. Pontypridd. Pet. Jan. 9.; Mancorry, Prerre, Cannon-st. High Court. Pet. Aug. 12. and Articles of Association and other 

rd. Jan. 9 Ord. Jan. 11. rati 

ReYNowps, WAM J., St. Clears, Carmarthenshire.| Marion, FREDERICK A. €., Birmingham. Birmingham. documents, and e observations on the 

_ Carmarthen. Pet. Jan. 11. Ord. Jan. 11 Pet. Jan. 14, Ord. Jan. 14. Limited Partnership Act, 1907. By Cxrct. 

Soawases, _— Aberystwyth. Aberystwyth. Pet.! MoNag, SamugL, Lancaster. Preston. Pet. Jan. 12. Ord. W. Turner, of Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at- 
Jan. 9. Ord. Jan. 9 Jan. 12 ° ae * * 

SOLOMON, LEOPOLD, Cricklewood. HighCourt. Pet.Jan.10.| Qares. Georar. Bralford. Bradford, Pet. Jan. 13. Ord. Law. Third Edition. Price 6s., or by post 


Ord. Jan. 10 Jan. 13. 6s. 9d. 


SOWERBY, WILLIAM, Doncaster. Sheffield. Pet. Jan. 9.' pyrtporrs, W. G., Westgate-on-Sea. Canterbury. Pet. 
gilt. Jan. 0, ae. Woketold, Wakehcld, pet) ,Deeth, Ont dan i A GUIDE TO THE INCREASE 
: [PHENSON, J08 . . acetic akefne le ‘ > oor ~or hey - Poacheste », Ji A 
Som th Gk. San, 18 PLATTEN, HARRY, Bexley Heath. Rochester. Pet. Jan OF RENT AND MORTGAGE 


Ord. Jan. 11 


VERNON, THOMAS E., Somerford Booths. Macclesfield. Pet.| pooie, WinttaM, Aberbeeg. Newport. Pet.Jan.13. Ord. INTEREST (RESTRICTIONS) 


Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 10, Jan ; 

"ee as ‘* ¥o ii Grantham. Nottingham. Pet.) Rorawent, Peer, Bolton. Bolton. Pet. Jan. 12. Ord. ACT, 1920. 
c. 3. Ord. Jan Jan, 12 : A complete exposition of the Act 

Veruexcott, Emity, Bargoed. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet. — % —_ , *hitetable ante ot, 'p posi . — 

Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 10 : ; Ss —-.=> a Witte, Canteens. TM embodying the decisions of the English, 
bal Re . nee Yorks. Sheffield. Pet.| gutarw, M., Aldersgate-st. High Court. Pet. Dec. 16. Scots and Irish Courts. Second Edition. 

Jan. 10. rd. Jan. 10 7 os - a. 

/ etd Ord. Ji . NSO} . ve 5s. 
WILLIAMS, HARRY, Nottingham. Nottingham. Pet. Jan. 10. oo , ae Great Grimsby. Great Grimsby. Pet a W. ‘: eo eae Price Gs 

Ord. Jan. 10 . , . Jan. 12. Ord. Jan. 12 a SS Se we ae 
Ww Hus, F RANK, Marlow. Aylesbury. Pet. Oct. 18. Ord.| gepino, VALESQUEZ, South Shields, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. SUPPLEMENT containing all decisions on 

Jan. . . et. Ji ) Jan. 14. ' , tw 2 
Wiaovansy, Joun E.. Wakefield. Wakefcld. Pet.Jen. 10. raret J = it. i, vd. 3 os ES ae the Act reported be tween 18th 7 and 

Ord. Jan. 10. “agg gy ’ g 3lst December 1921. Price Is. or by post, 
Woovtey, WitttaM H., Frodingham. Great Grimsby. yiyp sayven. Harrow-rd. High Court. Pet. Dec. 16 1s. 1d. 


 iaieincetie Wernick inst R.,Southshisis. Neweastte-pon-tyne. || THE SOLICITORS’ DAY SHEET 
Pet. Jan. 12. Ord, Jan. 12 weston, Pot. Jen. 12 DIARY. 


AYER, NATHANIEL D., Lincoln House, Basil-st. High Court WaTsoN, WILLIAM H., Lincoln. 2 ‘ 5 
Pet.Jan.13. Ord. Jan. 13 Ord. Jan. 12. A combination of Diary, Day Sheet and 

Rowven, Enaar, Downend, Glos, Bristol, Pet. Jan. 13. L. and A. WHITESMAN BrotuHers, Upper James-st., Golden- Day Book, made up in quarterly parts. 
Ord. Jan. 13 sq. High Court. Pet. Dee. 13. Ord. Jan. 12 ” . ; 

BRENCHLEY, GREGSON B., Knaresborough. Harrogate. WoRRALL, RopertT W., Liangennech. Carmarthen, Pet Price 16s., Sa, free, 178. 3d. 
Pet. Jan.13. Ord. Jan. 13 Jan. 11. Ord. Jan. 11. Specimen sheet sent on application. 


Cpt Jan 8. On Jan fe TAT vy Odden. YT) AN AID TO APPORTIONMENT. 
A table for ascertaining the proportion of an 

annual sum for any lesser period. By 
FOUNDED Frep. T. Nrevp, Solicitor’s Managing Clerk. 

1887 Price 1s., or by post, Is. 2d. 

To encourage the study and advance the knowledge of the History of English Law The whole Statute Law of Companies and 
tat al a ; Ron Pip " : a Bankruptcy in handy form being King’s 
Patron: HIS MAJESTY THE KING. Printers’ copies of the Acts bound up with 
Presipent: THE RT. HON. LORD SUMNER, G.C.B. copious Indices and Tables showing where 
’ {| THE RT. HON. LORD JUSTICE WARRINGTON. P din : f d 
Vicg-PRESIDENTS: { THE RT. HON. LORD JUSTICE ATKIN the corresponding sections of the repeale 
. . Br 77 - vies Acts are to be found in the Consolidated Acts 
With a Council of English and American Lawyers. 
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and vice versa :— 


The publication for the year 1922 will be ’ 
YEAR BOOKS OF EDWARD II. VOL XVI. ee oe ee 
7 EDWARD IL A.D. 1313—1314. Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law. Price 6s. 

By WILLIAM CRADDOCK BOLLAND, Barrister-at-Law. net, or by post, 6s. 9d. 


Crown dto. Price to Non-Members, £2 12s, 64. THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1914, 
GEMENT 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION TWO GUINEAS. and DEEDS of ARRAN 
ae s . ACT, 1914. 


Eacu MEMBER RECEIVES the publication for the year of his subscription and may subscribe IRN 
wh a ae = New members can have a complete set of the past publications at Meo Bly a Rita s 
alf the published price, : : : 
— = or Pustications already issued by the Society and particulars of Membership ae O° Pee oe SB. 
may ad from the Secretary, Mr. H. Stuart Moore, 6, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C.4. LANE 
Supscrirtions aND Donations, which are greatly needed to carry on the <4 should be e am... oo * » W.C2. 
sent to the Hon. Treasurer, Mr. J. E. W. Rider, 8, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0.2. 45 Tothiti Street, 8.W.1 1 5. ste pute 
’ ’ ote '’ » Wale 



































